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PART  I 


INFLATION  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
OFR  cites  standard  language  and  revises  draft  instruc¬ 
tions  . . . . - . — — . 

SUPPLEMENTAL  SECURITY  INCOME 
HEW/SSA  proposal  on  treatment  of  support  and  main¬ 
tenance  as  unearned  income,  comments  by  11-19-75.. 
HEW/SSA  issues  regulations  on  income  and  resources, 
effective  10-20-75 . 

ORAL  CONTRACEPTIVE  LABEUNG 

HEW/FDA  requires  venereal  disease  caution  statement; 
effective  1-19-76 . . 


48911 


48918 


ANTI-PILFERAGE  DEVICES 

FCC  to  provide  for  the  operation  of  wideband  swept  RF 
equipment .  48942 

JAPANESE  BEETLE  QUARANTINE 

USDA/APHIS  amends  list  of  regulated  and  exempted 
articles;  effective  10-20-75  (2  documents) _ 4M35,  48936 

PROCESSED  FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 
USDA/AMS  amends  regulations  governing  inspection 
end  certification;  effective  10-20-75 . . .  48933 


CANNED  SWEET  POTATOES 

USDA/AMS  proposes  amendment  of  grading  standards; 

12-31-75  _ _ _ _ _ 


PART  11 


OCCUPATIONAL  HAZARDS 

Labor/OSHA  proposes  exposure  standards  for  Trichloro- 

ethylene;  comments  by  11-19  and  12-19-75 . 

PART  III: 


AIR  QUAUTY 

EPA  proposes  requirements  for  state  implementation 
plans;  comments  ^  11-19-75 . . . . . . . 

PART  IV: 


49047 


FEDERAL  ELECTIONS 

FEC  publishes  requests  for  advisory  opinions;  comments 
by  10-80-75  . . . . . 


reminders 


(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  Is  intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

DOT/CG — Drawbridge  operation,  Peace  ' 

River,  Ra . 43213;  9-19-75 

HEW/SSA — Supplemental  medical  insur¬ 
ance  (State);  coverage  agreements. 

43211;  9-19-75 
State — ^Visas;  ineligible  classes  of  immi¬ 
grants . 42532;  9-15-75 

Treasury /CS — ^Articles  assembled  abroad 
with  U.S.  components..  43021;  9-18-75 

List  of  Public  Laws 

This  is  a  listing  of  pubiic  bills  enacted  by 
Congress  and  approved  by  the  President,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  date  of  approval,  and 
the  U.S.  Statute  citation.  The  list  is  kept  current 
in  each  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  and  copies 
of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from  the  U.S. 

Government  Printing  Office. 

H.R.  5952 . .  Pub.  Law  94-112 

An  act  to  amend  the  Water  Resources 
Planning  Act  (79  Stat.  244),  as  amended 
(Oct.  16, 1975;  89  Stat.  575) 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5284.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 
To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  Reccsrds  Service.  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  UR.C., 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  X^eral  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  n.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  unlfOTm  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i^ipllcablllty  and  legal  ^ect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  ta  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $6.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  ifiieck  at  money  mder,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  XTJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington. 
D.C.  20402. 
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PLASTIC  LINED  STEEL  PIPE  AND  FITTINGS 
Commerce  announces  intent  to  withdraw  voluntary  prod¬ 
uct  standards;  comments  by  11-19-75 .  489S9  | 

CABLE  TELEVISION 

FCC  proposes  foreign  ownership  restrictions;  comments 

by  11-24-75 .  48946 

FCC  to  permit  county-wide  surveys  to  determine  sig¬ 
nificantly  viewed  stations;  effective  11-24—75 .  48928 

SPACE  TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

FCC  allocates  frequency  bands  for  terrestrial  services; 
effective  11-14-75 .  48922 

MEETINGS— 

ARBA:  Advisory  Committee  on  Racial,  Ethnic  and 
Native  American  Participation  in  the  Bicentennial, 

11-10-75  .  48961 

CSC:  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  11-5-75 .  48962 

DOD:  Wage  Committee,  11-4,  11-11,  11-18  and 

11-25-75  .  48956  j 

FEA:  Executive  Subcommittee  of  the  State  Regulatory  ! 

Advisory  Committee,  11-4-75 .  48976  I 

HEW:  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging,  Senior  Services 

Committee,  11-6  and  11-7-75 .  48959 

Secretary's  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Rights  and 

Responsibilities  of  Women,  11-6  and  11-7-75  ...  48960 
FCC:  Industry  Advisory  Committee  to  the  Steering 
Committee  for  the  1979  General  World  Administra¬ 
tive  Radio  Conference,  11-3-75 .  48975 

NASA:  Research  and  Technology  Advisory  Council, 

11-6  and  11-7-75 . 48976 

Space  Science  Steering  Committee,  11-4, 11-5  and 

11-6-75  .  48977 


National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities: 
Federal-State  Partnership  Advisory  Panel,  11-5, 

11-6  and  11-7-75 . . . - .  48977 

National  Science  Foundation:  Advisory  Panel  for 

Environmental  Biology,  11-6  and  11-7-75 .  48978 

SBA:  Anchorage  District  Advisory  Council,  11-24—75..  48963 

Columbia  District  Advisory  Council,  11-11-75 .  48963 

Hartford  District  Advisory  Council,  11-12-75 .  48963 

Lower  Rio  Grande  Valley  District  Advisory  Council, 

11-4-75  .  48963 

Montpelier  District  Advisory  Council,  11-5-75 .  48963 

State:  Government  Advisory  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
national  Book  and  Library  Programs,  11—12  and 

11-13-75  .  48955 

U.S.  National  Committee  for  the  International  Con¬ 
sultative  Committee,  11-5-75 . 48955 

USDA/FS:  Prescott  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 

Board,  11-14-75 .  48957 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards, 
Subcommittee  on  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  2,  11-4-75  .  48979 

Federal  Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service:  Arbitra¬ 
tion  Services  Advisory  Committee,  11-6  and 
11-7-75  . 48976 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards, 

10- 24-75  48978 

RESCHEDULED  MEETINGS— 

USDA/AMS:  Shippers  Advisory  Committee,  11-4  and 

11- 17-75  .  48956 


contents 


AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Assistant  Administrator  for 
Asia _  48955 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Fruits  and  vegetables  (processed) 
and  products;  inspMticxx  and 

certiflcation _  48933 

Oranges,  tangelos,  grapefruit, 
and  tangerines  grown  in  .Flor¬ 
ida;  grade  standards _  48930 

Proposed  Rules 

CTranberries  grown  in  certain 

States _  48954 

Sweetpotatoes  (canned) ;  grade, 
size  and  maturity  standards—..  48949 
Notices 
Meetings: 

l^ppers  Advisory  Committee..  48956 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service;  Farmers 
Home  Administration;  Forest 
Service;  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice. 


ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO,  AND  RREARMS 
BUREAU 
Rules 

Beer;  tax  offset  limitation;  cor¬ 
rection _  48920 

AMERICAN  REVOLUTION  BICENTENNIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Committee  on  Racial,  Ethnic 
and  Native  American  Partici¬ 
pation  in  the  Bicentennial—  48961 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 
Rules 

Plant  quarantine,  domestic: 

Japanese  beetle  (2  documents) .  48936 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Pricing  policies  and  related  prac¬ 
tices  of  fuel  suppliers;  extension 
of  authorization  of  dl^usslons..  48962 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service : 

Justice  Department  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  48907 


Notices 
Meetings : 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Coimcil.  48962 
Noncareer  executive  assignments: 
Interior  Department  (2  docu¬ 


ments)  _  48962,  48963 

Justice  Department _ :.  48963 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards. 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Wage  Committee _  48956 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Scientific  articles,  duty-free  entry: 


Lafayette  College -  48957 

NEROC,  Haystack  Observatory.  48958 

University  of  Florida -  48958 

Washington  State  University _  48959 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Proposed  Rules 

Air  quality;  State  Implementation 


plans: 

New  Hampshire _  48942 

New  Mexico _  48941 
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National  ambient  air  quality 
standards;  requirements  for  im¬ 
plementation  plans _  49048 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities;  toler¬ 
ances  and  exemptions,  etc.;  inert 

ingredients  _  48940 

Notices 

Automobile  fuel  economy  labeling 
program;  1975  model  year;  cor¬ 
rection  _  48963 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Advisory  opinion  requests _  49066 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Reporting  requirements;  elimina¬ 
tion  _  48948 

Notices 

Beverage  container  deposit  legis¬ 
lation;  availability  of  study _  48976 

Meetings: 

State  Regulatory  Advisory  Com- 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Disaster  Assist¬ 
ance  Administration. 

Rules 

Mortgagee  Review  Board;  estab¬ 
lishment;  correction _  48919 

Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Area  Director  and  Deputy  Area 
Director,  Washington,  D.C. 
area  office _  48960 


Disaster  areas: 

Louisiana  (2  documents) -  48956, 

48957 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Airworthiness  directives: 

AiResearch  _  48907 

Avco  Lycoming -  48907 

Beech  _  48908 

Detroit  Diesel  Allison _  48908 

Hughes  (2  documents) -  48909 

Piper  _ 48910 

Societe  Rationale  Industrielle 
Aerospatiale  (2  documents)  48911 

Transition  area _  48911 

Proposed  Rules 

Control  area _  48939 

Jet  routes _  48939 

Notices 

Airport  noise  policy;  hearing -  48961 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Rules 

Cable  television; 

Surveys  showing  significantly 


viewed  stations -  48928 

Frequency  allocations  and  radio 
treaty  matters;  terrestrial  serv¬ 
ices  _  48922 

Proposed  Rules 
Cable  television: 

Citizenship  requirements -  48946 

.Radio  frequency  devices; 

Wide-band  swept  RF  equip¬ 
ment;  operation  as  anti¬ 
pilferage  devices -  48942 


FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of  as¬ 
signments: 

Illinois,  Missouri,  Montana, 

North  Carolina,  Ohio,  West 

Virginia  (2  documents) _  48944, 

48945 

Notices 


mittee _  48976 

State  set-aside  program;  modifi¬ 
cation  or  termination;  regional 
hearings -  48975 

FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND  CONCILIATION 
SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Arbitration  Services  Advisory 
Committee  _  48976 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  OFFICE 
Notices 

Infiation  impact  statements;  cer¬ 
tification  language  and  form...  48979 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Human  drugs: 

Oral  contraceptive  patient  la¬ 
beling  _  48918 

Insulin  syringes;  warning  and 
caution  statement;  correction-.  48919 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Prescott  National  Forest  Graz¬ 
ing  Advisory  Board _  48957 

general  accounting  office 

Notices 

Regxilatory  reports  review;  pro¬ 
posals;  approvals,  etc _  48963 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Procurement  forms;  new  edition 
of  Standard  Form  253,  General 
Provisions  (Architect-Engineer 
Contract)  _  48920 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc. : 

Wolf  Creek  National  Fish 
Hatchery,  Ky _  48956 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Rules 


Car  service  orders: 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Co _  48930 

Notices 

Abandonment  of  services; 

Kansas  City  Southern  Railway 

Co . . . .  49005 

Southern  Pacific  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co _  49005 

Texas  EIxport  Railroad  Co _  49006 

Car  service  exemptions,  manda¬ 
tory  _  49006 

Fourth  section  applications  for  re- 

Uef _ j: . .  49005 

Hearing  assignments _  49004 

Motor  carriers: 

Irregular-route  common  car¬ 
riers  of  property;  gateway 

elimination _  48987 

Rerouting  of  traffic: 

Erie  Lackawanna  Railway  Co—  49004 
Western  Maryland  Railway  Co. 

(2  documents) _  49004,  49007 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration. 

Notices 


Adjustment  assistance: 

Dorsey  Trailers  Inc _  48986 

Randy  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.  48986 
Rockford  Cabinet  Plant,  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Co _ _  48987 


Meeting: 

Industry  Advisory  Committee  to 
the  FCC  Steering  Committee.  48975 
Hearings,  etc.: 

Mid-State  Broadcasting  Co _  48964 

Northwestern  Indiana  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp _  48970 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  AGING 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Senior  Services  Committee -  48959 

FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster  areas: 

Alabama  _  48960 


HEALTH.  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Council  on  the 
Aging;  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration;  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice;  Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service;  Social  Security  Admin¬ 
istration. 

Notices 


Meetings: 

Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsi¬ 
bilities  of  Women -  48960 

New  Federal  Cash  Transfer  Pro¬ 
gram — ^Welfare  Reform  Studies; 
contract  modification _  48959 


MATERIALS  TRANSPORTATION  BUREAU 
Proposed  Rules 

Offshore  pipeline  facilities:  hear¬ 
ing  and  extension  of  comment 
period _  48940 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Subcommittee 
of  the  Space  Science  Steering 

Committee _  48977 

Research  and  Technology  Advi¬ 
sory  Council _  48976 


Iv 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  203— MONDAY,  OCTOBER  20,  1975 


CONTENTS 


NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 
Notices 

Voluntary  product  standard: 
Polytetrafluoroethylene  plastic 
lined  steel  pipe  and  fittings; 
intent  to  withdraw -  48959 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  HUMANITIES 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal-State  Partnership  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel _  48971 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
Notices 

Meetings : 

Advisory  Panel  for  Environmen¬ 
tal  Biology . - . —  48978 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Northern  States  Power  Co -  48978 

Environmental  statements;  avail-  ' 
ability,  etc.: 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co -  48978 

Duke  Power  Co _  48978 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  Subcommittees  (2 
documents) _  48978,  48979 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 
Health  and  safety  standards : 
Trichloroethylene  exposure _  49032 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Notices 

Organization  and  functions: 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health . .  48960 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

AID  Investment  Fund,  Inc -  48980 

AMCAP  Fund,  Inc.  et  al -  48981 

Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc -  48982 

Dana  Associates -  48983 

Financial  International  Corp. 

etal _  48984 

Financial  Venture  Fund,  Inc—  48984 
Northwestern  Mutual  Life  In¬ 
stance  Co _  48907 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Privacy  Act;  implementation;  cor¬ 
rection  _  48963 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Anchorage  District  Advisory 

Council _  48963 

Columbia  District  Advisory 

Council _  48963 

Hartford  District  Advisory 

Council _  48963 

Lower  Rio  Grande  Valley  Dis¬ 
trict  Advisory  Council _  48963 

Montpelier  District  Advisory 
Council _  48963 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

SuiH>lemental  sectity  income  for 
aged,  blind,  and  dlsalded: 

Income,  resourced  and  exclu¬ 
sions  _  48911 

Proposed  Rules 

Supplemental  security  income;  un¬ 
earned  Income;  support  and 

maintenance _  48937 

SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITATION  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Public  assistance  programs : 

Personnel  administration; 

standards _  48937 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements  on  wa¬ 
tershed  projects : 

Delaware  Creek  Watershed, 

Okla. _  48957 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agency  for  International 
Development. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

International  Book  and  Library 

Programs _  48955 

International  Radio  Consulta¬ 
tive  Committee _  48955 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
See  Federal  Aviation  Admlnistra- 
^n;  Materials  Transportation 
Bnreav. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  AloohoL  Tobacco,  and  Fire¬ 
arms  Bureau. 
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Title  13 — Business  Credit  and  Assistance 

CHAPItR  I— SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Rev.  2.  Arndt.  3] 

PART  102— DISCLOSURE  OF  INFORMA¬ 
TION  AND  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

Regulations  Impleinenting  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  7&-26580  appearing  at  page 
46280  of  iiie  issue  of  Monday.  October  6, 
1975,  the  headings  should  read  as  set 
f  (»th  above. 


Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Section  213.3316  is  amended  to  show 
that  oae  position  of  ^?eclal  Assistant  to 
tihe  D^?uty  Assistant  Secretary  lor  Edu¬ 
cation  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  October  20. 1975. 1 213.3316 
(r)  (8)  Is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  2133316  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(r)  Offlce  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Edneation.  •  *  * 

(8)  One  l^ieclal  Assistant  to  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  Secretary- 

(S  VBXX.  tSOl.  S308;  SO  10677,  3  Cnt  1954- 
1968,  Oomp..  p.  S18) 

UimxD  SiATXs  Civil  Ssav- 
iOC  C<»fl[ISSIOK, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry. 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commisskmert. 
(SB  Doc.75-280e8  lUed  10-17-75;8:4S  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Justice 
Section  213.3310  Is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Assistant  Attorney  General  (Civil 
Division)  has  been  reestablished  and  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  October  20,  1975, 

S  213.3310(e)  (4)  is  added  as  set  out 
below: 

S  2133310  Department  of  Joatice. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Civil  Diviskm.  *  •  * 

(4)  One  l^>eclal  Assistant  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Attorney  General. 


(5  DA.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10677,  3  CPR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

Civil  Service  Comhissiok, 
[seal!  James  C.  Sprt, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FB  Doc.75-28094  Filed  10-17-r76;8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  74-WE-47-AD; 
Arndt  39-2390] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

AiResearch  Model  6TCP30-54,  -59,  -70 
and  -92  Aui^iary  Power  Unito  (APlTs) 

Amendment  39-2022  (39  fTt  40939), 
AD  74-24-09,  requires  a  one  time  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  turbine  rotor  to  air  seal 
clearance  indicating  pn^^er  assembly,  an 
initial  and  recurring  Inspection  of  the 
turbine  rotor  hub  for  presence  of  thermal 
fatigue  cracks  and  replacement  as  neces¬ 
sary.  The  directive  was  required  because 
possible  Improper  assembly  and/or  ther¬ 
mal  fatigue  of  the  turbine  rotmr  hub  can 
result  in  hub  separation  after  which 
fragmaits  may  not  be  contained  with¬ 
in  the  APU.  After  issuing  Amendment 
39-2022,  the  agency  determined  tiiat 
other  specific  versions  of  the  Model 
OTC3P30  APU  are  potmtlally  subject  to 
tike  same  condition  as  the  -92  althoui  h 
no  failuree  have  beoi  repeated  In  these 
units.  The  AD  was  adopts  Novonber  7, 
1974,  and  distributed  by  airmail  letter 
dated  November  8,  1974,  to  all  known 
United  States  (oierators  of  aircraft  In¬ 
corporating  the  APU^.  The  AD  was 
thereafter  puMlshed  in  the  Federal  Reg- 
ism  on  November  22, 1974. 

Since  a  situation  Grists  that  requires 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  regidation. 
It  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  Impracticable  uid 
good  cause  exists  for  maMng  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697) , 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-2022  (39  FR 
40939) ,  AD  74-24-09,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

AiWwaech  MAKUTAcruKiHa  OoMPAirr  or 
Auzoka.  Ai^Um  to  AiBesearch  Model 
aTCP30-54.  -59,  -70  and  -92  Axudllary 
Power  Dnlts  (APTT^),  tnstaUed  In.  bat 
not  Hnitted  to  Hawker  SMdeiey  HS  and 
DB-12S,  Beech  Hawker  BH-12S,  Lockheed 
Model  1329,  AUD-BA  Falcon  20.  Jet  Com¬ 
mander  1121,  FUrChlld  F-2T,  Ck>odyear 
mieap.  HAMC  T8-11.  BAC  Fleooant.  HFB 
Noiatlaa,  and  Douglas  DC-7  (conversion) 
certificated  In  all  categories. 


Compliance  required  ae  indicated  to  de¬ 
tect,  correct  and  prevent  turbine  wheM  hub 
separation.  acoompUeh  the  Ic^wlng: 

(a)  APU  serial  numbers  prior  to  20046; 
Within  the  next  25  hours  of  APU  operating 

time  in  service  after  the  effective  date  of 
Amendment  89-2022  (for  Model  OTCP30-92 
APU's) ,  or  25  hotirs  of  operating  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  at  the  Amendment 
39-2890  (toe  Models  OTCPSO-M.  -50.  and  -70 
APU’s),  unless  previously  sccompUshed,  In¬ 
spect  the  clesrsnoe  between  the  turbine 
wheel  and  the  stationsiy  seal  at  a  minimum 
of  six  (6)  approximately  equally  spaced  cir¬ 
cumferential  positions  using  a  tool  and  pro¬ 
cedures  described  In  Paragraph  IB  and  C.  of 
AiBesearch  Service  Bulletin  OTCP30-49-3649, 
dated  October  17.  1974,  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revisions.  The  clearance  must  he's 
minimum  of  OiXTS  Inch  at  each  msasured  po¬ 
sition.  Xf  clearance  is  less  than  mlnimuoL 
the  condltton  must  be  corrected  before  fur¬ 
ther  opwatloii.  _ 

(b)  ^  aerial  number  APUIs: 

Before  exceeding  600  APU  operating  hours 
time  In  service,  <x,  60  hoxirs  of  additional 
APU  operattng  time  In  servlca  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  Amendment  38-2022.  whlch- 
ever  occurs  later  (for  Model  OTCP30-02 
APU’s  only),  or,  before  eaeeeding  500  APU 
operating  hours  time  In  ssrrtce.  or  60  hours 
of  additlimal  APU  operating  tlms  In  senrios 
from  the  effective  date  of  Amendment  39- 
2390  (for  ModeB  aTCP30-64,  and  -TO  APXrs) . 
whichever  occurs  later,  and  at  intervals  not 
tosacssd  600  hours  of  APU  operating  tlms  in 
service  thereafter.  Inspect  the  turbine  wheel 
hub  ’’saddle  area”  for  preaenca  of  fatigue 
cracks.  If  cracks  srs  detectad.  replaoe  turbine 
wheti  with  a  serviceable  part  before  further 
operation.  AOteseereh  Service  BuBettn  OTCP 
80-48-8840,  dated  October  17,  1974,  or  later 
FAA-approved  revistona,  deaerfbea  an  aooept- 
ahle  method  of  perfonuing  this  tnspeettan. 

(e)  Bqulvalentprooedxim  may  be  approved 
by  the  COiiaf,  Aircraft  Engineering  DlvMon, 
FAA  Western  Region,  upon  submission  of 
adequate  subetantlatton  data. 

Tills  amendmenit  beciones  effective  No¬ 
vember  19, 1975. 

This  amendm^t  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a).  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJ3.C.  1354(a).  1421  and  1423)  and 
ot  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depeurtment  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  16S5(c)). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  CUifconla  on 
October  9.  1975. 

Robert  H.  Staktok, 
Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-28081  Filed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  75-104-27;  Arndt.  89-2886] 
PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Avco  Lycoming  T53  Stiles  Engines 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  re¬ 
placement  of  the  torquemeter  boost 


FEOEtAL  KGISm,  VOL  40,  NO.  203— MONDAY,  OCTOBER  20,  197S 


48908  rules  AND  REGULATIONS 


piunp  on  Avco  Lycoming  T53  series  en¬ 
gines  was  published  in  “40  FR  24364”. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  [31  FR  136971. 
S  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  airworthiness  directive: 

Avco  Lycoming.  Applies  to  all  Avco  Lycoming 
T53  series  engines.  To  prevent  secondary 
failure  of  the  N,  accessory  drive  shaft,  as 
a  result  of  binding  of  the  torquemeter 
boost  pump  drive  shaft,  remove  torque- 
meter  boost  pump.  Part  Numb»  1-800- 
221-01  ae  Part  Number  1-300-221-02,  and 
replace  with  Part  Number  1-300-221-03 
CM-  Part  Number  1-300-221-04  within  200 
hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD. 

Note:  Avco  Lycoming  Service  Bulletin 
Number  0031  pertains  to  this  subject. 

This  sunendment  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  29,  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
[49  n.S.C.  1354(a) .  1421,  and  14231  and 
of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  [49  U.S.C.  1655(c)]. 

Issued  In  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  October  6. 1975. 

Quentin  S.  Taylor, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 
[FR  Doc.76-28083  FUed  10-17-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  72-CE-30-AD;  Arndt.  39-2396] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIREfTTIVES 
Beech  Model  18  Airplanes 

Amendment  39-2222,  AD  72-20-5,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  30, 
1975  (40  FR  23456),  Is  an  Airworthiness 
Directive  (AD)  applicable  to  Beech  Model 
18  airplanes  which  amended  39-1526  (37 
FR  20231,  20232),  and  39-1632  (38  FR 
11340. 11341) .  AD  72-20-5  as  amended  in 
part  authorizes  the  continued  operation 
of  unmodified  aircraft  until  October  15, 
1975,  provided  certain,  repetitive  X-ray 
requirements  are  met. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2222,  a  sui^lemental  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  (Docket  No.  75-CE- 
12-AD)  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Septonber  29,  1975  (40  FR 
44570  thru  44575) .  This  rulemaking  ac¬ 
tion.  if  adopted,  will  require  a  more  ex¬ 
tensive  modification  than  that  provided 
in  AD  72-20-5.  Pending  the  finalization 
of  the  supplonental  notice,  the  agency 
believes  that  safety  will  not  be  compro¬ 
mised  and  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest 
to  permit  continued  operation  of  those 
Beech  Modd  18  airplanes  without  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  Beech  Xits  18-4024  and  791 
as  presently  required  in  Paragraph  D(4) 
of  AD  72-20-5.  These  aircraft  must  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  X-ray  inspected  at  500  hour 
Intervals  and  the  X-ray  plates  submitted 
to  the  FAA  or  the  manufacturer  for 
evaluation,  as  presently  required  by  cur¬ 
rently  effective  ADs.  Accordingly,  AD  72- 
20-5  is  being  so  amended. 


Since  this  amendment  is  relieving  in 
nature  and  is  in  the  public  interest,  it 
imposes  no  additional  burden  on  any  per¬ 
son.  Consequently,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  thirty  (30) 
days. 

In  consi4eration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FR  13697),  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2222  (40  FR  23456) ,  AD  72-20-5, 
is  being  amended  in  the  following  re¬ 
spects:  ^ 

1.  Delete  Paragraph  D(4) . 

2.  Revise  Paragraph  H  so  that  it  now 
reads  as  follows: 

H.  Those  airplanes  which  have  not  been 
modified  by  installation  of  wing  straps  as  of 
the  effective  date  of  this  amendment  may 
continue  to  be  operated,  provided  they  meet 
the  following  requirements: 

(1)  The  X-ray  plates  required  to  be  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  FAA  by  this  AD  and  AD  73-18-4 
have  been  so  transmitted. 

(2)  Fmr  airplanes  that  have  accumulated 
600  <x  more  hours’  time  in  service  since  the 
last  X-ray  inspection  of  the  wings  and  tcx 
which  X-ray  plates  have  been  submitted  to 
the  FAA  or  Beech  Aircraft  Corpinration,  re- 
Inspect  in  accordance  with  paragraphs  B,  C. 
B  and  F  of  AD  76-09-18  before  further  fiight. 

(3)  For  airplanes  which  have  accumulated 
less  than  600  hours’  time  in  service  since  the 
last  X-ray  inspection  of  the  wings  and  for 
which  X-ray  plates  have  been  submitted  to 
the  FAA  or  Beech  Aircraft  CcMToration,  prbMr 
to  the  accumulation  of  600  hours’  time  in 
service  and  thereafter  a*  600  hour  Intervals, 
reinspect  in  acocMdance  with  Paragraphs  B, 
C,  B  and  F  of  AD  76-09-18. 

TTils  amendment  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  15. 1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  section  313(a),  601  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
nB.C.  1354(a).  1421  and  1423),  and  of 
secUon  6(c)  cit  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  n.S.C.  1655(0). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  10.  1975. 

C.  R.  McLugin,  Jr., 
Director,  Central  Region. 
[FR  Doc.76-28080  Filed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  76-GL-18);  Arndt.  39-2391] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECn’IVES 

Detroit  Diesel  Allison  Model  501-D13 
Series  Engines 

There  has  been  a  recent  failure  of  a 
second  stage  turbine  wheel  in  a  Detroit 
Diesel  Allison  Model  501-D13D  engine 
which  resulted  in  penetration  of  the  en¬ 
gine  case  and  damage  to  surrounding 
structure.  Investigation  has  shown  that 
a  low  cycle  fatigue  failure  can  occur  in 
a  carbide  precipitation  network  which 
may  exist  in  the  microstructure  of  the 
hub  spline  area  of  some  wheels.  Since 
the  condition  described  herein  may  exist 
or  devdop  in  other  engines  of  the  same 
type  design,  an  Airworthiness  Directive 
is  being  issued  requiring  removal  and 
inspection  of  all  second  stage  turbine 
wheels  from  heat  lots  in  which  this  con¬ 


dition  has  been  found  to  exist,  and  from 
heat  lots  of  unknown  microstructure. 

Since  immediate  action  is  required  in 
the  interest  of  safety,  compliance  with 
the, notice  and  public  procedure  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  is  not  practical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697 
and  14  CFR  11.89),  §39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

Applies  to  Detroit  Diesel  Allison  Model 
501-D13  series  engines  which  incorporate  P/N 
6829072  and  6847112  second  stage  turbine 
wheels  with  the  serlEtl  numbers  listed  below: 
Compliance  required  as  indicated: 

I.  Remove  from  service  in  acciMrdance  with 
the  schedule  in  paragrtqihs  I.  A,  B,  C,  and  D, 
wheels  with  the  following  serial  numbers : 
CA-6108;  CA-6112;  CA-6114;  CA-6066;  CA- 
6083;  KK-2052  to  and  including  KK-2053; 
KK-20S5  to  and  including  KK-2086;  KK- 
2092  to  and  including  KK-2094;  KK-2099  to 
and  including  EK-2100;  KK-2102  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  KK-2116;  e:K-2117  to  and  including 
KK-2167;  KK-2169  to  and  including  KK- 
2251;  KK-2263  to  and  including  KK-2329;  KK- 
2332  to  and  including  KK-2382;  KR-2384  to 
and  including  KK-2460;  e:K-2475  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  KK-2600:  ELK-2502  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  KK-2643;  KK-2645  to  and  including  KK- 
2682;  KK-2763  to  and  including  KK-2813; 
KK-2824  to  and  including  e:k-28&7;  KK- 
2873  to  and  including  KK-2901;  KK-3033 
to  and  Including  KK-3034;  KK-3047  to  and 
including  KK-3048;  KK-S063  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  KK-3075;  KK-3108  to  and  including  KK- 
3118;  KK-3136  to  and  including  KK-3239; 
KK-3287  to  and  including  KK-3300;  KK- 
3314  to  and  including  KK-3327;  KK-3617  to 
and  including  KK-3643;  KK-3756  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  KK-3768;  KK-3867  to  and  indud- 
ing  KK-3880;  KK-11829  to  and  including 
KK-11833;  KK-16501  to  and  including  KK- 
16589;  KK-16901  to  and  including  KK-16999; 
KK-19966  to  and  including  KK-20064. 

Note:  At  time  of  overhaul,  some  wheels 
have  Rl,  R2,  B3,  R4,  or  R5  added  as  a  sufllz 
to  the  wheel  serial  number.  ’The  sufiiz  should 
be  disregarded  in  determining  the  appllca- 
biUty  this  A.D. 

A.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
200  cycles,  wheels  which  have  16,000  or  more 
total  cycles  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AJ>. 

B.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
400  cycles,  or  prior  to  exceeding  16,200  total 
cycles,  which  ever  comes  first,  wheels  which 
have  from  14,000  to  16,000  total  cycles  on  the 
effective  date  of  thin  a.  D. 

C.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next  600 
cycles,  or  priOT  to  exceeding  14,400  total  cycles 
whichever  comes  first,  wheels  which  have 
13,600  to  14,000  total  cycles  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  A.  D. 

D.  Remove  from  service  prior  to  exceeding 
14,000  total  cycles,  wheels  which  have  less 
than  13,600  total  cycles  on  the  effective  date 
of  this  A.  D. 

n.  Remove  from  service  in  accordance  with 
the  schedule  in  petragraphs  n  A  B,  O,  D,  B 
and  F,  wheels  with  the  following  serial  num¬ 
bers: 

EK-3132  and  KK-15499:  KK-2961  to  and 
including  KK-2997;  KK-8036  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  KK-3046;  KK-3049  to  and  including  ELK- 
3062;  KK-3076  to  and  including  KK-3107; 
KK-3110  to  and  including  ELK-3130;  KK- 
3240  to  and  including  KK-3286;  KK-3301  to 
and  including  KK-3313;  SLK-3328  to  «-nii  In¬ 
cluding  KK-3364;  KK-^76  to  and  including 
KK-3580;  KK-3582  to  and  including  KK- 
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3616;  KK-3644  to  and  Including  KK-3756: 
KK-3769  to  and  including  KK-8783;  KK- 
3798  to  and  Including  KK-3866;  KK-3881  to 
and  including  KK-3949;  K|C-3963  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  KK-3976;  KK-3996  to  and  Including 
KK-4006;  KK-11801  to  and  Including  KK- 
11821;  KK-14201  to  and  Including  KK-14207; 
KK-14466  to  and  Including  KK-14470;  KK- 
14801  to  and  Including  KK-14816:  KK-lfi704 
to  and  including  KK-16784;  KK-20577  to  and 
Including  KK-20680;  KK-21699  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  KK-21663. 

A.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
200  cycles,  wheels  which  have  16,000  or  more 
total  cycles  on  the  effective  date  of  this  A.D. 

B.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
400  cycles,  or  prior  to  exceeding  16,200  total 
cycles,  whichever  comes  first,  wheels  which 
have  from  14,000  to  16,000  total  cycles  on  the 
effective  date  of  this  AX). 

C.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
1000  cycles,  or  prior  to  exce^lng  14,400  total 
cycles  whichever  comes  first,  wheels  which 
have  10,500  to  14,000  total  cycles  on  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  A.D. 

D.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
2,000  cycles,  c»:  prior  to  exceeding  11,600 
total  cycles,  whichever  comes  first,  wheels 
which  have  from  7,000  to  10,500  total  cycles 
on  the  effective  date  of  this  AX). 

E.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
2,100  cycles,  or  lurior  to  exceeding  9,000  total 
cycles,  whichever  cmnes  first,  whe^  which 
have  from  4,900  to  7,000  total  cycles  on  Ihe 
effective  date  of  this  AJD. 

F.  Remove  from  service  prior  to  exceeding 
7,000  total  cycles,  wheels  with  less  than  4,900 
total  cycles  on  the  effective  date  of  this 

A. D. 

in.  Remove  from  service  in  accordance 
with  the  schedule  in  paragraphs  in  .A,  and 

B.  wheels  with  sertel  numbers  not  specified 
in  Paragraphs  I  or  n  above,  or  in  AD  75-17- 
32  (Am«t.  89-8886) . 

A.  Remove  from  service  within  the  next 
100  cyiAes,  wheels  which  have  6,900  («  more 
total  cycles  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AX>. 

B.  Remove  from  smtIcs  prior  to  exceeding 
7,000  total  cycles,  wheels  which  have  less 
than  6,900  total  cycles  on  the  effective  date 
of  this  A.D. 

IV.  Wheels  removed  per  paragraphs  I,  n 
M  m  above,  which  have  less  than  14,000 
total  cycles  may  be  inspected  as  specified  in 
IV.  A  and  B,  and  if  foimd  satisfactory,  may 
be  returned  to  service  until  they  reach  the 
total  number  of  cycles  specified  in  IV.  C; 
however,  no  wheels  may  exceed  11,000  total 
hours  in  service. 

A.  Inspect  for  hub  spline  cracks  using 
fiuorescent  penetrant  method  FP-30A  or  Zlr- 
30A. 

B.  In^ct  and  classify  microstructure  per 
Detroit  Diesel  Allison  601-D13  Ck>mmerclal 
Overhaul  Information  Letter  No.  COIL-349. 

C.  Wheels  inQ>ected  and  classified  per  IV. 
A  and  B  above,  may  be  continued  in  service 
as  follows: 

1.  Light  ocurblde  and  medium  light  carbide 
wheels  may  be  operated  for  a  maximum  of 
14,000  cycles  total. 

2.  Medium  heavy  carbide  wheels  may  be 
operated  for  *7,000  cycles  between  inspections 
per  IV.  A  and  B  above,  for  a  maximum  of 
14,000  total  cycles. 

3.  Heavy  carbide  wheels  may  not  be  cur¬ 
ated  more  than  7,000  total  cycles  ma-Timum 

V.  For  the  piuposes  of  this  airworthiness 
directive,  a  cycle  is  defined  as  one  take<ffr. 

VI.  Detroit  Diesel  Allison  601-D13  Cmn- 
merclal  Service  Letter  No.  CSIr-285  portains 
to  this  subject. 

The  manufacturer’s  service  letter  iden¬ 
tified  and  described  in  this  directive  is 
incorporated  herein  and  made  a  part 
hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.8.C.  552(a)  (1) . 


All  persons  idfected  by  this  directive  who 
have  not  already  recdhred  this  document 
fnxn  the  manufacture:  may  obtain  cop¬ 
ies  upon  request  to  Detroit  Diesel  Allison, 
Division  of  Geieral  Motors  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  894,  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 
46206. 

This  document  may  also  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  R^onal  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Great 
Lakes  Region.  2300  East  Devon  Avenue, 
Des  Plaines.  Illinois.  60018,  and  at  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  Headquar¬ 
ters,  800  Independence  Avenue.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20591.  A  historical  file 
on  this  AD  which  Includes  the  incmDO- 
rated  material  in  full  is  maintained  by 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  aA 
its  headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C.. 
and  at  the  Great  Lakes  Regional  Office 
in  Des  Plaines.  Illinois. 

This  supersedes  Amendment  39-2117, 
Airworthiness  Directive  75-05-15. 

This  amendment  is  effective:  October 
23,  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.8.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423),  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) . 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Dtr»ctor, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

Note. — ^The  Incorporation  by  referance  pro¬ 
visions  in  mis  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19, 
1967.) 

[FR  Doc.76-28079  Pfiled  10-17-75:8:46  am] 


(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  75-WE-49-AD; 

Arndt.  39-2387] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Certain  Hughes  Models  369,  369A,  369H 

Series  and  Military  Models  YOH-^  and 

OH-^A  Helicopters 

There  have  been  incidents  of  failures 
of  tall  rotor  drive  shafts,  P/N  369A5518. 
used  in  combination  with  metal  tail  rotor 
blades  in  Hughes  369  series  helicopters 
which  have  caused  emergency  flight  sit¬ 
uations. 

While  investigations  into  the  incidents 
have  not  identified  all  the  possible  causes 
of  the  failures,  the  combination  of  metal 
tail  rotor  blades  with  thin  wall  tail  rotor 
shafts  in  these  incidents,  which  involve 
a  variety  of  operating  conditions,  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  combination  is  a  con¬ 
tributing,  if  not  the  primary  cause  of 
the  failures.  The  manufacturer  has  is¬ 
sued  8ervice  Information  Notice,  No. 
HN-86.  dated  .^ril  28.  1975  which  re¬ 
quires,  in  part,  the  idenUflcation  of  the 
drive  shsdt  and  replacements,  if  appli¬ 
cable,  on  certain  Hughes  369  8eries  heli- 
cf^ters.  The  agency,  for  the  purpose  of 
this  rule  making  action,  has  limited  the 
required  action  to  those  helicopters  in¬ 
corporating  the  equipment  combination 
common  to  the  Incidents,  and  makes 
mandatory  certain  portions  of  the  8erv- 
ice  Information  Notice. 


Since  this  condition  exists  or  is  likely 
to  devdop  in  other  tail  rotor  drive  shafts 
of  the  same  design,  when  used  in  combi¬ 
nation  with  metal  tail  rotor  blades,  an 
airworthiness  directive  is  being  Issued  to 
require  replacement  of  certain  tail  rotor 
drive  shafts  on  Hughes  369  series  heli¬ 
copters  and  military  YOH-6A  and  OH- 
6A  helicopters  which  incorporate  metal 
tail  rotor  blades. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impractical  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  author!^  del^iated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697) , 

§  39.13  of  Psurt  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Hughes  Hxucoptebs.  AppUes  to  all  Hughes 
Model  369,  SSOA.  369H,  369HS,  368HE.  369HM. 
certificated  in  all  categories  and  mUUary 
OH-6A  and  YOH-6A  helicopters  incorporat¬ 
ing  metal  taU  rotOT  blades  Part  Number 
369A1613.  or  -3.  in  combination  with  tail 
rotor  drive  shaft.  Part  NunU>er  369A6518. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  60 
hours  time  in  service,  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD  unless  already  accomplished. 

(a)  To  prevent  possible  emergency  flight 
situations  resulting  from  faUure  of  the  taU 
rotor  drive  shaft,  replace  drive  shaft  P/N 
369A5518  With  drive  shaft  P/M  S69A5618-601 
in  accordance  with  Part  I,  B.8.  of  Hughes 
Service  InforaaaMen  Notice  No.  HN-86,  dated 
Aprfi  28.  1076,  or  later  FAA-approved  revi¬ 
sions. 

(b)  Aircraft  may  be  flown  in  accordance 
with  FAR  21.197  to  a  base  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  matntenaxMM  described  herein. 

(e)  Equivalent  modification  procedures 
may  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engi¬ 
neering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region. 

Note. — ^Assure  that  the  record  to  reflect 
compliance  with  this  AD  is  made  in  aircraft 
recOTds  in  accordance  with  FAR's  91.166  and 
91.173. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  24,  1975. 

This  aipendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  8ections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.8.C.  1354(a) .  1421  and  1423)  and 
of  8ection  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.8.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles.  California  on 
October  7, 1975. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 
Acting  Director 
FAA  Western  Region. 
(FR  Doc.76-28077  FUed  10-17-76:8:45  am] 


(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  76-WE-48-AD; 

Arndt.  39-2389] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Hughes  369  Series  Helicopters 
There  have  been  numerous  instances 
of  corrosion  and  one  fracture  of  the 
fiberglass  tail  rotor  blades  on  Hughes 
Model  269  series  hellc<H>ter8.  Most  of  the 
Modd  369  Series  helicopters  incorporate 
tail  rotor  blades  of  similar  design  and 
thus  would  be  subject  to  the  same  serv¬ 
ice  difficulties.  Fracture  of  a  tail  rotor 
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blade  will  result  In  hazardous  degrada¬ 
tion  of  control  of  the  helicopter.  Since 
this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop 
in  other  helicopters  of  the  same  type  de¬ 
sign.  an  airworthiness  directive  is  being 
Issued  to  require  inspection,  repair  and 
replacement  of  these  tail  rotor  blades  on 
Hughes  Model  369  series  helicopters.  The 
manufacturer  has  developed  PAA-ap- 
proved  procedures  in  a  service  bulletin. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  PR  13697) , 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive: 

Hughes  Helicopters.  Applies  to  Hughes 
Model  369,  369A.  369H,  3e9HM,  369HS,  and 
369HE  helicopters  certificated  in  all  cate¬ 
gories,  Including  military  TOH-6A  and 
OH-6A  equipped  with  fiberglass  tail  rotor 
blades  P/N  369A1710,  369A1710-9,  369A 
1710-11,  369-0120,  369A1607,  and  369 

CSK22. 

C!ompllance  required  as  indicated. 

To  detect  possible  corrosion,  cracks,  or 
other  defects,  inspect  by  vlsuid.  X-ray,  or 
other  specified  means,  the  affected  tail  rotor 
blades  and  replace  or  rework  in  accordance 
with  the  instructicms  specified  in  Hughes 
Service  Information  Notice  (SIN)  No.  HN- 
88,  dated  August  28,  1975,  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revisions,  as  follows; 

(a)  For  blades  with  500  or  mcnre  hours 
time  in  service  on  the  effective  date  of 
AO,  perform  the  visual  and  X-ray  inspection, 
corrosion  removal,  casting  procedure,  metal 
treatment  procedure,  COTrosion  protection 
procedure,  and  fiberglass  inspection — repair/ 
spar  exterior  inspection  procedure,  set  forth 
at  Parts  I  through  vm  of  the  Hughes  SIN, 
referenced  above,  within  the  next  100  hours 
additional  time  in  service  or  within  6  calen¬ 
dar  months  from  the  effective  date  of  the 
AD,  whichever  occurs  first,  unless  already 
accomplished. 

(b)  For  blades  with  less  than  500  hours 
time  in  service  on  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD,  perfcHTn  the  visual  and  X-ray  inspec¬ 
tions,  corrosion  removal,  casting  procedures, 
metal  treatment  procedure,  corrosion  pro¬ 
tection  procedure,  and  fiberglass  inspec¬ 
tion — repair/spar  exterior  inspection  proce¬ 
dure,  set  forth  at  Parts  I  through  vm  of 
the  Hughes  SIN,  referenced  above,  prior  to 
acoumulating  600  hours  total  time  in  service 
or  within  6  calendar  months  from  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs  first, 
unless  already  accomplished. 

(c)  After  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  per¬ 
form  the  inspections  and  procedures  de¬ 
scribed  at  Parts  I  through  VIII  of  the  Hughes 
SIN,  referenced  above,  prior  to  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  ^are  blades  or  rotors  on  the  aircraft. 

(d)  After  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  for 
all  blades,  perftHm  the  visual  and  X-ray  In¬ 
spections  described  as  Part  X  of  the  Hughes 
SIN,  referenced  above,  at  intervals  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  12  calendar  months  from  the  last  In¬ 
spection. 

(e)  After  the  effective  date  ot  this  AD,  re¬ 
pair  or  rework  eligible  blades  as  specified  in 
the  Hughes  SIN,  referenced  above,  as  neces¬ 
sary,  prior  to  further  flight.  Reinstall  blades 
in  accordance  with  Part  IX  of  the  Hughes 
SIN.  Blades  that  exceed  limits  specified  in 


the  Hughes  SIN  and  are  therefore  not  repair¬ 
able,  must  be  marked  in  a  conspicuous  man¬ 
ner  or  destroyed  so  as  to  prevent  inadvertent 
return  to  service. 

(f)  Paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c),  above, 
do  not  have  to  be  accomplished  on  blades 
marked  with  a  green  dot  or  white  dot  per 
the  preface,  Hughes  SIN.  After  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  perform  the  visual  and  X-ray 
inspections  for  corrosion  described  at  Part  X 
of  the  Hughes  SIN,  referenced  above,  within 
12  months  after  putting  the  blades  into 
service,  and  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  twelve 
months  thereafter. 

(g)  Equivalent  inspections  and  rework 
may  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region. 

(h)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued 
for  operating  aircraft  to  a  base  for  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  Inspections  and  repairs  or  re¬ 
work  required  by  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b), 
above,  of  this  AD,  per  FAR's  21.197  and 
21.199. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  23, 1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Section  313(a) ,  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
n.S.C.  1354(a).  i421.  and  1423)  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
October  8, 1975. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-28078  Filed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  75-EA-31;  Arndt.  39-2394] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Piper  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amended  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
issue  an  airworthiness  directive  appli¬ 
cable  to  Piper  PA-31P  airplanes. 

There  have  been  reports  of  an  inability 
to  feather  the  propeller  on 'the  subject 
aircraft  when  an  overspeed  condition  de¬ 
veloped  in  the  engine.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  this  has  resulted  from  a  loss 
of  air  charge  in  the  propeller  dome.  Since 
the  foregoing  deficiency  can  exist  or  de¬ 
velop  in  airplanes  of  similar  type  design, 
an  airwortlfiness  directive  is  being  issued 
which  will  require  a  change  to  the  air¬ 
plane  fiight  manual  and  eventual  re¬ 
placement  of  the  propeller. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  because 
the  deficiency  is  one  which  affects  air 
safety,  notice  and  public  procedure  here¬ 
on  are  impractical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator.  14  CFR  11.89 
C31  FR  136971  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  Airworthi¬ 
ness  IMrective: 

Piper.  Applies  to  Model  PA-31P  aircraft 
equipped  with  Hartzell  Model  HC-C3YN- 
2L  or  H<3-C3YN-2IiF  propellers,  certifi¬ 
cated  in  all  categcHies. 


Compliance  required  as  indicated  unless  al¬ 
ready  accomplished. 

In  order  to  prevent  propeller  overspeeding 
and  loss  of  feathering  capabUity  due  to  low 
propeller  air  dome  pressure,  accomplish  the 
following: 

1.  Wittiin  10  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  Incorporate  the  fol¬ 
lowing  temporary  instructions  into  the  PA- 
3  IP  FAA  approved  Airplane  Flight  Manual  as 
Indicated. 

Section  III  AS  Normal  Operating  Procedures, 
Engine  Run-Up. 

f.  Check  feathering  at  1000 ±20  RPM.  Ob¬ 
serve  positive  feathering  action  as  evidenced 
by  a  300  RPM  drop  within  approximately  5 
seconds.  If  propeller  air  charge  is  low  or  zero, 
feathering  check  will  be  sluggish  or  slow  and 
no  further  fiight  shall  be  attempted.  Refer  to 
applicable  airplane  and  propeller  service 
manuals  for  corrective  action. 

Section  III  CIS  Emergency  Procedures — Pro¬ 
peller  Overspeed  In-Flight. 

a.  Symptoms. — (1)  RPM  control  may  be 
sluggish,  particularly  in  the  direction  of  re¬ 
ducing  RPM. 

(2)  Slight  overspeed  or  poor  synchroniza¬ 
tion  at  the  upper  end  of  the  cruising  speed 
range. 

b.  Corrective  Action. — (1)  Control  prop 
oyerspeed  by  immediately  reducing  airspeed 
to  approximately  135  MPH  by  noslng-up 
slightly  with  a  simultaneous  slow  throttle  re¬ 
duction  to  20-25”  manifold  pressure.  Do  not 
allow  airspeed  to  fall  below  best  single  en¬ 
gine  rate  of  climb  speed. 

Reduction  of  prop  speed  can  be  assisted 
with  prop  control  in  the  "feather  detent”  po¬ 
sition.  Theref<M:e,  if  overspeed  is  above  the 
red  line  (2133  RPM),  select  feather  until 
prop  speed  drops  below  red  line,  then  move 
control  out  of  feather  position. 

(2)  Set  pn^ller  control  to  desired  speed, 
preferably  2000  RPM  or  less  to  provide  a  mar¬ 
gin  below  red  line  RPM  for  further  surges 
with  power/alrspeed  changes. 

(3)  Slowly  add  throttle  to  regain  power 
without  overspeeding  the  propeller.  Once 
proper  RPM  is  recovered,  hold  airspeed  well 
below  that  at  which  the  overspeed  occurred, 
preferably  below  150  MPH.  Use  landing  gear 
and/or  fiaps  to  increase  drag  for  descent  and 
maintain  a  manifc4d  pressure  of  at  least  "20”. 
Once  control  of  propeller  speed  is  regained, 
fiight  can  be  continued  at  reduced  airspeed. 
With  slow  throttle  changes  at  reduced  air¬ 
speed,  the  engine  will  provide  climb  power 
without  overspeeding. 

Caution 

Do  not  shut  down  the  engine  in  flight  sl  ice 
the  prc^ller  will  not  feather  without  air 
charge;  and  high  drag  will  result  from  the 
windmilling  propeller.  If  Inadvertently  shut 
down,  the  engine  should  be  restarted  cai%- 
fully  with  low  RPM  setting  and  closed  throt¬ 
tle;  airspeed  should  be  slightly  above  best 
single  engine  rate  of  climb  speed  to  mini¬ 
mize  RPM  surge  upon  starting. 

2.  Within  30  dairs  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  replace  the  subject  propellers 
with  Hartzell  Model  HC-C3YN-2LU  or  HC- 
C3YN-2LUP  as  applicable. 

Note. — ^Hartzell  propeller  Models  HC- 
C3YN-2L  and  HC-3YN-2LF  may  be  converted 
to  Models  HC-CSYN-2LU  and  HC-C3YN- 
2LUF,  which  incorporate  feathering  springs 
in  accordance  with  Hartzell  Service  Instruc¬ 
tion  No.  102. 

3.  Upon  installation  of  feathering  spring 
prop^ers  per  paragraph  2  above,  the  tem¬ 
porary  APM  instructions  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  1  above  are  no  longer  required. 

4.  Aircraft  may  be  flown  to  a  base  where 
the  maintenance  required  by  this  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive  is  to  be  performed  per  PAR’S 
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21.197  and  21.199.  Piper  Service  Bulletin  No. 
458  and  Hartzell  Service  Bulletin  No.  Ill  also 
p«tain  to  this  subject. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and  pro¬ 
cedures  identified  and  described  In  .this  di¬ 
rective  are  incorpcsrated  herein  and  made  a 
part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1). 
All  persons  affected  by  this  directive  who 
have  not  already  received  these  documents 
from  the  manufacturer,  may  obtain  c(^lea 
upon  request  to  Plpw  Aircraft  Corpwatlon, 
Service  Department.  Lock  Haven,  Penn.  17745. 
These  documents  may  also  be  examined  at 
the  Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Eastern 
Region,  Federal  Building,  Jcfiin  F.  Kennedy 
International  Airport,  Jamaica,  New  York 
11430.  A  historical  file  on  this  AD  which 
Includes  the  Incorporated  material  In  full 
Is  maintained  by  the  FAA  at  Its  Eastern 
Region  Headquarters. 

This  amendment  is  effective  October 
24.  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the 
authority  ot  sections  313(a),  601  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  [49 
nJ3.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  14231,  and  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  DQ;>artment  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  Act  [49  U.S.C.  1655(c)]. 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.T.,  on  October  10, 
1975. 

Duans  W.  Freer, 


Director,  Eastern  Region. 


(FR  Doc.  75-28082  Filed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  15053;  Arndt.  39-2402] 

PART  39—AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Soctate  NaUonale  Industrielle  Aerospatiale 

Models  SA330F  and  S^S<^  Helicopters 

Eleotrloal  connections  of  the  external 
hoist  pyrotechnic  shears  on  c^tidn 
Aerospatiale  (formerly  Bud  Aviation) 
BASSO  helicopters  have  been  wired  Im¬ 
properly  so  that  external  loads  cannot 
be  released  by  the  electrical  release  sys¬ 
tem. 

Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist 
or  develop  in  other  helicopters  of  &e 
same  type  design,  an  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive  Is  bdng  Issued  to  require  an  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  electrical  connections  to  ^- 
sure  that  the  connections  are  proper^ 
wired  on  certain  Aerospatiale  SA330  heli¬ 
copters. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
Is  found  that  notice  and  pid>lic  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  maUng  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 


CompUanoe  la  required  within  the  next 
10  hours  time  In  SMrvloe  after  the  ^eottve 
date  this  AD,  unless  already  aeoonq>llshed. 
To  ensure  prcq;>er  functioning  of  the  pyro¬ 
technic  shears,  acconq>ll8h  the  foUowlng: 

(a)  Inspect  electrical  connections  MB  S4F 
and  ME  25F  on  mobile  connector  62  Ma  of 
the  pyrotechnic  shears  ctmtrol  for  prc^r 
connections. 

(b)  Electrical  connections  which  are  Im¬ 
properly  connected  must  be  disassembled, 
reconnected  and  checked  In  accOTdance  with 
paragraph  2J3  of  Aero^atlale  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  No.  46.06,  dated  i^>rll  2,  1975,  or  an 
FAA-approved  equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  3,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Oc¬ 
tober  10, 1975. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 
[FR  Doc.76-28076  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  15051;  Arndt.  39-2401] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Soctate  Nationata  Industrielle  Aeroapatiata 
Model  SAM16  “Gazelle”  Helicoptw 


box  for  abnormal  friction  points  or  noise  by 
slowly  rotating  the  main  rotor  by  hand. 

(b)  Before  the  first  flight  of  each  day  after 
the  effeottve  date  of  this  AID  or  within  in¬ 
tervals  of  5  hoiirs  MOB  time  in  servioe  after 
the  last  Inspection,  whichever  occurs  first, 
check  the  MOB  oU  filter  for  foreign  metalllo 
particles. 

(c)  If  highly  heated  and  laminated 
(black)  particles  iq>pear  on  the  magnetlo 
plug,  or  If  fine  particles  d^xwlted  on  the 
magnetlo  plug  are  preceded  or  accompa¬ 
nied  by  bronae  particles  left  In  the  main  gear 
box  oU  filter,  ox  If  abnormal  frlcUon  points 
or  noise  Is  detected  on  the  main  gear  box. 
prior  to  further  flight  replace  main  gear  box 
with  a  serviceable  part  of  the  same  part 
number  Inoorpwatlng  Modification  AMS 
07.7077,  or  an  FAA-iq>pi^ved  equivalent.  The 
checks  required  by  this  AD  may  be  per¬ 
formed  by  the  pilot. 

(Aerospatiale’s  Service  Bulletin  No.  06.10 
dated  February  7.  1976,  refers  to  this  sub¬ 
ject.) 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  No¬ 
vember  3. 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Oc¬ 
tober  10, 1975. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 


There  have  been  defects  found  on  new 
and  recently  overhauled  main  gear  boxes 
of  Aerospatiale  (formerly  Sud  Aviation) 
SA34ia  helicopters  that  could  result  In 
failure  of  the  main  gear  box.  Since  this 
condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  devel<H>  in 
other  helicopters  of  the  same  type  dedgn, 
an  airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued 
to  require  tdiecks  of  the  main  gear  box 
(MOB)  for  free  rotation,  and  checks  of 
the  MOB  magnetic  plug  oil  filter,  on 
Aerospatiale  8A34ia  helicopters  with 
less  than  25  hours  time  In  service  since 
Ihe  installation  of  new  or  overhauled 
main  gear  boxes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  ImpractlcaUe  and  good 
cause  exists  for  mahlng  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  813 (a).  601,  and 
603,  ot  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  nB.C.  1354(a).  1421,  1423)  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  D^;>artinent  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  nB.C.  16(c)  ) . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 


[FR  Doc.75-28076  FU^  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-80-101] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

AHentlon  of  Transition  Area 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc  75-27092  ajwearing  at 
page  47481  in  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
October  9,  1075,  in  the  third  cdimm. 
third  paragraiAi.the  following  should  be 
added  immediate  after  the  third  line: 
“December  4.  1975,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.” 

Titto20 — Employeaa’ Banaflta 

CHAPTER  III— SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

[Reg.  No.  16] 

PART  416— SUPPLEMENTAL  SECURITY 
INCOME  FOR  THE  AGED,  BUND,  AND 
DISABLED  <1974. _ ) 

Income  and  Resources 


me  by  the  Administrator  (14CFR  11.89),  On  October  3,  1973,  and  January  22. 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  1974,  there  were  published  in  the  Fed- 


TUs  amendment  is  made  under  the  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the  eral  Register  (38  FR  27406;  39  FR  2487) 
authority  of  Sections  313(a),  601,  and  following  new  airworthiness  directive:  notices  of  proposed  rule  making  with  * 


603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UB.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423)  Of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  D^artment  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UB.C.  1655(C)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  ddegat^  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CTR  11.89) , 
5  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

SOCIETX  NATIONAU  iNDXrarUXLLX  AXSOSPA- 
TXALX.  AppUes  to  8A330F  and  8A830O 
helioopten  certificated  in  all  categories, 
equipped  with  external  hoists  AE-76 
360-100  OT  AE-76  360-110-01. 


[xrx  Nationalx  Insttstxixllx  Absospa- 
TiALX.  AppUes  to  8A8410  heUcopters,  cer¬ 
tificated  in  au  categories,  equipped  with 
main  gear  boxes  P/N  841AR3.1000.01,  .02, 
.03.  or  .06  with  less  than  26  horns  time  in 
service  since  new  or  overhauled,  and 
that  have  not  been  altered  in  accordance 
with  AMS  07.7077. 

CompUance  is  required  until  the  accumu¬ 
lation  at  25  hours  in  servioe  on  new 
and  newly  overhauled  main  gear  box. 

To  detect  main  gear  box  (MOB)  defects, 
accomplish  the  foUowing: 

(a)  BefOTw  each  flight  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD  Cheek  the  MOB  magnette 
plug  for  particles  and  check  the  main  gear 


amendments  adding  new  Subparts  K  and 
L  to  new  Part  416  (20  CFR).  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  d^ne  income  and 
exclusion  from  Income  and  resources  and 
exclusions  from  resources.  Further,  they 
establish  the  policies  and  limitations  per¬ 
taining  to  income  and  resources  to  be 
excluded  and  income  and  resources  to  be 
counted  and  the  disposition  of  excess  re¬ 
sources  for  persons  eligible  or  applylnc 
for  benefits  under  title  XVI  of  the  Acti, 


Interested  persons  were  given  the 
portunity  to  submit  within  SO  days,  d 
views,  <h:  arguments  with  regard  to 
protrased  changes. 
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Several  organizations  expressed  con¬ 
cern  about  the  difficulty  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  administration  of  gifts  as  in¬ 
come  and  the  market  value  limitations 
on  “house”  and  household  furnishings. 
However,  these  difficulties  had  been  rec¬ 
ognized  and  were  considered  in  formu¬ 
lating  the  proposed  rules. 

Comments  were  received  from  other 
organizations  concerning  the  treatment 
as  income  of  supplementary  medical  in¬ 
surance  benefit  premiums  which  are  de¬ 
ducted  from  title  II  benefits.  However, 
there  seems  to  be  no  basis  for  any  con¬ 
clusion  other  than  that  the  full  title  II 
benefit  is  Income.  The  amount  deducted 
from  the  title  n  benefit  is  income  over 
which  the  beneficiary  has  control  and 
chooses  to  spend  for  the  purchase  of  sup¬ 
plementary  medical  Insurance.  There  is 
no  apparent  distinction  between  this 
case  and  that  of  the  title  n  beneficiary 
^sho  uses  part  of  his  benefit  to  purchase 
private  health  Insurance. 

Several  organizations  also  believed  the 
definition  of  Income  which  excluded  so¬ 
cial  services  was  not  explicit  enough.  It 
was  suggested  that  payments  made  for 
services  which  are  intended  only  to  “pass 
through”  the  recipient  to  the  provider  of 
services  not  be  counted  as  Income.  We 
concur  in  that  posltiwi;  however,  we  do 
not  believe  that  a  reading  of  the  regula¬ 
tion  as  originally  proposed  leads  to  the 
conclusion  that  such  payments  are 
counted  as  Income.  Therefore,  a  change 
is  not  required.  However,  1 416.1109(b) 
has  been  clarified  by  adding  the  phrase 
“of  the  type  furnished  in  accordance 
with  title  IV,  V,  or  VI  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  as  amended”  in  defining  the 
kinds  of  services  excluded.  Therefore, 
cash  to  pay  for  services,  which  services 
would  not  be  Income  if  fiunlshed  di¬ 
rectly.  will  not  be  income  if  the  payment 
is  made  to  the  provider  of  services 
through  the  recipient 
A  number  of  comments  were  received 
on  S  416.1125  dealing  with  unearned  in¬ 
come,  support  and  maintenance.  Due  to 
the  enactment  of  Public  Law  93-484  and 
oVbtx  policy  decisions  made  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  requiring  Ganges  in  that  section. 
It  is  being  published  again  with  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  and  an  addi¬ 
tional  period  for  public  cmnment  There¬ 
fore,  that  section  has  been  omitted  from 
these  final  regulations. 

Another  comment  was  that  the  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  statute  concerning  the 
proceeds  of  a  life  Insurance  policy  is  in¬ 
correct.  It  was  felt  that  the  net  proceeds 
of  a  life  Insxirance  policy,  up  to  $1,500. 
after  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  last 
mness  and  burial,  should  be  excluded 
from  income.  However,  title  XVI  specifi¬ 
cally  states  that  all  proceeds  of  life  In¬ 
surance  policies  in  excess  of  the  costs  of 
last  illness  and  burial  costs  not  to  exceed 
flfiOO  are  income. 

Another  organizatton  raised  several 
questions  which  took  issue  with  the  stat- 
,«te  rather  than  the  regulations:  eg:., 
I  traatmeot  of  gifts  and  Inheritances  as 
xu>  work  expenses  excluded  from 
for  the  aged  and  disaWed.  One 
•onunent;  though,  questkmed  the  rule 

wliSdi  would  not  allow  depreciation  or 

- 


depletion  to  be  counted  as  an  expense  to 
be  deducted  from  unearned  rental  in- 
ccrnie.  While  cash  expenses  incurred  in 
receiving  the  vmeamed  income  do  reduce 
the  amount  of  income  considered,  it  Is 
not  believed  to  be  consistent  with  the  in¬ 
tent  of  title  XVI  to  allow  persons  with 
rental  property  to  set  aside  part  of  their 
income  to  improve  the  property  or  to  re¬ 
coup  their  investments.  Therefore,  no 
changes  have  been  made  in  this  provi¬ 
sion.  In  response  to  several  suggestions, 
the  proposed  regulations  have  been  mod¬ 
ified  to  clarify  that  casualty  insurance 
received  as  a  replacement  for  a  nonex- 
cluded  resource  is  coimted  as  a  resource 
and  not  as  Income,  portions  of  scholar¬ 
ships,  grants,  or  fellowships  used  for  edu¬ 
cational  purposes  are  excluded  from  in¬ 
come,  and  legal  fees  incurred  in  receiv¬ 
ing  unearned  income  are  excluded  from 
income. 

With  respect  to  resources,  one  organi¬ 
zation  expressed  concern  that  while  re¬ 
sources  would  be  evaluated  acccurdlng  to 
their  current  market  value,  the  regula¬ 
tions  did  not  furnish  any  guidance  as  to 
the  mechanics  of  determining  market 
value.  It  was  suggested  that  if  such  guid¬ 
ance  is  not  issued  in  the  regulations,  it 
should  be  issued  in  the  form  of  oi>erating 
instructions.  The  mechanics  of  establish¬ 
ing  market  value  are  operational  in  na¬ 
ture  and,  therefore,  are  believed  to  be 
inappropriate  for  Issuance  in  the  regula¬ 
tions.  They  are  contained  in  operating 
instructions  for  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration  claims  personnel  Operating  in¬ 
structions  are  available  for  Inspection  by 
the  public  at  any  social  security  office. 

Several  organizations  expressed  dissat¬ 
isfaction  with  the  maxim\im  value  of  an 
excludable  home  and  indicated  that  it 
should  be  increased  or  that  there  should 
be  greater  regional  variations.  The  stat¬ 
ute  requires  that  a  reasonable  limit  be 
established  for  the  value  of  a  hmne  which 
will  be  excluded.  The  home  value  limita- 
ti(ms  were  established  based  on  national 
statistics  which  Indicated  that  individu¬ 
als  with  Incmnes  low  enough  to  be  eligi¬ 
ble  for  supplemental  security  income 
paym^ts  would  hardly  be  able  to  main¬ 
tain  homes  of  greater  value.  Several 
groups  also  expressed  concern  over  the 
maximum  value  ($1,500)  of  excludable 
household  goods  and  personal  effects.  It 
was  felt  that  the  limitation  shoiild  be 
raised  considerably  or  that  there  should 
be  no  limitation  at  alL  The  law  requires 
setting  a  reasonable  value  on  excludable 
household  goods  and  personal  effects.  As 
the  regulaticms  provide,  these  Items  are 
evaluated  based  upon  their  resale  value. 
Ordinary  used  household  goods  and  per¬ 
sonal  effects  gmerally  have  low  values. 
Onb^  when  an  Individual  owns  an  item  or 
items  of  exceptional  value  would  his 
hous^old  goods  and  personal  effects  ex¬ 
ceed  the  limitations  prescribed  in  the 
regulations. 

Several  groups  also  felt  the  $1,200  lim¬ 
itation  on  an  excludable  automobile  was 
too  low.  The  regulations  do  provide  that 
vdiicles  can  also  be  excluded,  regardless 
of  value.  If  they  are  iised  far  regular 
medical  treatment  or  employment  or  are 
specially  modified  for  a  handicapped  per¬ 


son.  The  value  set  in  the  regulations  per¬ 
tains  only  to  vehicles  other  than  those 
identified  in  the  previous  sentence.  A 
number  of  groups  felt  that  establishing 
limitations  on  the  value  of  excludable 
property  (home,  household  goods,  per¬ 
sonal  effects,  automobile)  would  be  ex¬ 
ceedingly  difficult  to  administer  and 
would  be  inequitable  in  their  effect.  How¬ 
ever;  the  law  requires  establishing  such 
limits.  Some  groups  also  felt  that  en¬ 
cumbrances  on  property  should  be  taken 
into  account  in  determining  value.  Con¬ 
sideration  was  given  to  this  approach. 
However,  it  was  felt  to  be  inconsistent 
with  the  purposes  of  the  supplemental 
security  iucome  iwrogram  to  permit  an  in¬ 
dividual  with  property  having  a  consider¬ 
able  market  value  to  be  eligible  because 
there  were  large  encumbrances  on  the 
property  while  another  individual  with 
property  having  a  similar  market  value 
would  be  ineligible  because  there  were 
small  or  no  encumbrances  on  ^e 
property. 

Section  416.1125  (Unearned  Income; 
support  and  maintenance)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  October  3, 1973, 
(38  PR  27407)  with  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking;  and  §  416.1185  (Deeming 
of  Income)  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  22,  1974,  (39  FR 
2487)  with  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  are  not  contained  in  the  final  regula¬ 
tions  set  forth  below  and  retain  their 
interim  effect.  These  sections  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  as  final  regulations  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  a  later  date. 

Hie  proviskm  that  tax  refunds  are  in¬ 
cluded  as  Income  only  if  the  amoimts 
were  not  previously  counted  has  been 
deleted  from  tiie  general  rule  of  9  416.- 
1112  tlmt  tax  rounds  are  not  liKxnne. 
Since  tax  refunds  result  almost  exclu¬ 
sively  from  earned  income,  the  provision 
had  only  the  unintended  effect  of  count¬ 
ing  as  income  refunds  relating  to  earn¬ 
ings  from  a  time  before  the  individual 
became  an  SSI  recipient. 

The  parenthetical  phrase,  other  than 
a  hmne  determined  to  be  an  includable 
resource,  in  |  416.124(a)  (1)  which  re¬ 
sulted  in  unequal  treatment  to  individ¬ 
uals  (and  spouses.  If  any)  has  been 
omitted  from  the  final  regulations. 

Accordingly,  with  these  changes  and 
additions,  as  well  as  other  editorial  and 
clarifying  changes,  the  proposed  rules 
are  adopted  as  set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  1102,  1601,  1602,  1611,  1612,  1613,  1614 
(f ) ,  and  1631  (d) ,  49  Stat.  647  as  amended,  66 
Stat.  1466,  1466,  1468,  147a  1473;  42  U.S.C. 
1302, 1381, 1381a,  1382, 1382a,  1382b,  1382c(f), 
and  1383(d).) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments 
shall  become  effective  on  October  20, 
1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13607,  Supplemental  Security 
Inocune  Program.') 

Dated:  June  30. 1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 
Approved:  October  14, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 
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Part  416  of  Chapter  m  of  Title  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is 
amended  by  adding  thereto  Subpart  K 
(SS  416.1101^16.1180)  and  Sulmart  L 
(§§  416.1201-416.1266)  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  K — Income  and  Exclusions 

Sec. 

416.1101  Income — general. 

416.1102  Income  defined. 

416.1105  Receipts  from  the  conversion  or  re¬ 
placement  of  resource  not  In¬ 
come. 

416.1107  Supplementary  medical  lns\irance 
premltuns. 

416.1109  Medical  and  social  services. 

416.1112  Income  tax  refund. 

416.1 1 15  Ck>untable  Income  defined. 

416.1 120  Availability  of  unearned  Income. 
416.1130  Unearned  Income;  annuities,  pen¬ 
sions  and  similar  payments. 
416.1132  Unearned  Income;  prizes  and 
awards. 

416.1134  Unearned  Income;  proceeds  of  life 
Insurance  policy. 

416.1136  Unearned  Income;  gifts,  support 
and  alimony.  Inheritances. 
416.1138  Unearned  Income;  rents,  dividends, 
interest,  royalties. 

416.1145  Exclusions  from  income;  order  of 
application. 

416.1149  Refund  of  taxes. 

416.1151  State  assistance  based  on  need. 
416.1153  Grants,  scholarships,  and  fellow¬ 
ships. 

416.1155  Home  produce. 

416.1157  Infrequent  or  Irregular  income. 
416.1159  Poster  care  payments; 

416.1161  Child  support. 

416.1163  Earned  Income  of  a  student  child. 
416.1165  First  $60  of  unearned  or  earned 
Income. 

416.1167  Amount  of  earned  Income  exclu¬ 
sion. 

416.1169  Work  expenses  of  the  blind. 

416.1171  Income  needed  to  fulfiU  a  plan  tor 
self-support. 

416.1175  Income  exclusions  for  certain  blind 
Individuals. 

416.1180  Consideration  of  Income. 

Subpart  K — Income  and  Exclusions 
§  416.1101  Income — general. 

(a)  Under  title  XVI  of  the  Act,  an  in¬ 
dividual’s  Income  includes  all  of  his  own 
Income  in  cash  or  in  kind,  both  earned 
income  and  imeamed  income.  It  also  in¬ 
cludes  all  of  the  Income  of  his  or  her 
diglble  spouse  (as  defined  in  S  416.120 
(c}(14)).  In  addition,  an  Individual’s 
Income  is  deemed  to  Include: 

(1)  (1)  Certain  income  of  his  or  her 
Ineligible  spouse  who  lives  in  the  same 
household,  or 

(11)  If  the  individual  is  a  child  as  de¬ 
fined  in  S  416.1050  mid  under  age  21, 
certain  income  of  his  parent  and  the 
spouse  of  such  parent  who  live  in  the 
same  household,  and 

(2)  The  Income  of  an  essential  person 
as  provided  by  S  416.1190. 

(b)  If  countable  Income  (see  §416.- 
1115)  equals  or  exceeds  Uie  standai^ 
payment  amount  as  set  forth  in  Subpart 
D  of  this  part,  no  Federal  benefit  under 
title  XVI  may  be  paid  for  that  quarter 
(or  month  where  applicable) . 

S  416.1102  Income  defined. 

t  (a)  itemnkHO  of  income.  The  term  ’In- 
eome**  for  purposes  of  title  XVI  means 
'  the  receipt  by  an  individual  of  any  prop- 
!  erty  or  service  which  he  can  apply,  either 


directly  or  by  sale  or  conversion,  to  meet¬ 
ing  his  basic  needs  for  food,  clothing, 
and  shelter. 

(b)  Earned  income.  The  term  “earned 
Income”  is  defined  in  section  1612(a)  (1) 
of  the  Act  by  reference  to  the  definition 
of  wages  for  purposes  of  the  earnings 
test  (see  §  404.429(c)  of  this  chapter) 
and  net  earnings  from  self-employment 
for  coverage  purposes  (see  §  404.1050  of 
this  chapter)  under  title  ll  of  the  Act. 

(c)  Unearned  income.  The  term  “un¬ 
earned  Income”  means  all  income  that  is 
not  Included  in  the  definition  of  “earned 
income”  (see  §§  416.1125—416.1138). 

§  416.1105  Receipts  from  the  conver¬ 
sion  or  replacement  of  resource  not 
income. 

(a)  Conversion  of  resource.  Any  cash 
or  other  property  received  from  the  ;sale 
or  exchange  of  a  resource  as  defined  in 
§  416.1201  is  not  income,  but  retains  the 
character  of  a  resource. 

(b)  Insurance  payment  on  excluded 
resource.  The  cash  proceeds  of  casualty 
insurance  to  replace  a  resource  are  not 
income  but  xet^n  the  character  of  re¬ 
sources.  For  treatment  of  an  excluded 
resource  see  §  416.1232. 

§  416.1107  Supplementary  medical  in¬ 
surance  premiums. 

The  term  “income”  does  not  include 
the  amount  of  a  premium  payment  for 
supplementary  medical  insurance  imder 
title  XVm  of  the  Act  which  is  paid  by  a 
third-party  insurer  on  behalf  of  a  bene¬ 
ficiary. 

§  416.1109  Medical  and  social  services. 

(a)  Medical  services.  The  term  “in¬ 
come”  does  not  Include  the  value  of  any 
third-party  payment  for  medical  care  or 
medical  services  furnished  to  a  benefici¬ 
ary.  This  exclusion  from  income  also 
applies  to  room  and  board  furnished 
during  medical  confinement  and  paid  for 
by  such  third  pwiy. 

(b)  Sociol  sertHces.  The  term  “income" 
does  not  include  the  value  of  advice,  con¬ 
sultation  (e.g.,  on  educational  plans, 
money  management),  training  (e.g.,  on 
chores  which  the  Individual  might  be 
able  to  perform  for  himself),  or  other 
services  of  a  strictly  social  nature  fur¬ 
nished  an  individual  by  any  govern¬ 
mental  or  private  agency  of  the  type  fur¬ 
nished  in  accordance  with  title  IV,  V. 
VI,  or  XX  of  the  Social  Security  Aci  as 
amended. 

§  416.1112  Income  tax  refund. 

Since  income  taxes  are  included  as  in¬ 
come  when  determining  the  amoimt  of 
wages  (see  I  416.1102(b) )  or  imecumed 
income  (see  §  416.1120)  of  an  individual, 
a  refund  of  such  taxes  will  not  be  in¬ 
cluded  SIS  income. 

§416.1115  Countable' income  defined. 

(a)  The  amount  of  a  ben^clary’s 
countable  Income  tor  a  calendar  quarter 
(or  shorter  period,  v^en  apidlcable)  Is 
used  to  determine  whether  he  Is  or  is  not 
eligible  for  ben^ts  under  title  XVI  of  the 
Act  and.  If  he  Is  eligible,  the  amount 
pa3nd>le.  Cotmtable  income  Is  the  amount 


of  an  individual’s  Income  which  affects 
payments  imder  title  XVI.  It  is  the  sum 
of: 

(1)  His  total  earned  inccane  (as  set 
forth  in  §  416.1102(b) )  less  his  earned  in¬ 
come  exclusions  (as  set  forth  in  §§  416.- 
1145-416.1175) ;  and 

(2)  His  total  unearned  income  (as  set 
forth  in  §  416.1102(c) )  less  his  unearned 
income  exclusions  (as  set  forth  in  §§  416.- 
1145-416.1175). 

(b)  The  countable  income  so  deter¬ 
mined  may  not  have  a  negative  value; 
it  never  can  be  less  than  zero.  After 
countable  income  has  been  determined 
for  a  calendar  quarter  (or  month,  where 
applicable),  the  benefit  payable  is  com¬ 
puted  in  accordance  with  Subpart  D  of 
this  part. 

§  416.1120  Availability  of  unearned  in¬ 
come. 

In  determining  the  amount  of  un¬ 
earned  income  the  amount  actually 
available  to  the  Individual  Is  considered. 
The  gross  amount  is  reduced  by  any 
ordinary  and  necessary  expenses  in¬ 
curred  in  getting  or  receiving  the  un¬ 
earned  income.  However,  reduction  Is  not 
permitted  below  a  zero  value.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  where  an  Individual  receives  com¬ 
pensation  for  damages  Incurred.  In  an 
automobile  aoddent,  the  amount  of 
unearned  inccxne  under  title  XVI  Is 
the  final  settlement  amount  less  ordi¬ 
nary  and  necessary  legal,  medical,  and 
other  expenses.  An  amount  earmarked 
to  r^lace  the  damaged  automobile 
could  be  excluded  from  Income  under 
§  416.1105(b) .  Personal  Inamie  tax  with¬ 
held  from  unearned  lnoc«ne  before  It  Is 
paid  to  the  Individual  is  not  a  deductible 
expense  and.  therefore,  does  not  reduce 
the  amount  of  the  unearned  huxHne  to 
the  individual  (e.g.,  lnc<Hne  tax  withheld 
frexn  lottery  winnings) .  I 

§  416.1130  Unearaed  income;  annuities, 
pensions,  and  similar  payments. 

’The  following  t3n?es  of  periodic  pay¬ 
ments  are  among  those  Included  In  un¬ 
earned  income;  however,  this  list  is  not 
all-inclusive: 

(a)  Annuities.  Annuities  are  periodic 

payments  calculated  on  an  annual  basis 
which  are  In  the  nature  of  returns  on 
prior  payments  or  services.  They  may  be 
received  from  any  source.  < 

(b)  Pensions  or  retirement  payments. 
Normally,  pension  or  retirement  pay¬ 
ments  are  paid  to  a  worker  following  his 
retirement  from  employment  Such  pay¬ 
ments  may  be  paid  directly  by  a  former 
employer;  however,  they  alro  may  be 
paid  from  a  fund.  Insurance,  or  any  sim¬ 
ilar-purpose  source. 

(c)  Disability  benefits.  Disability 
benefits  normally  are  paid  to  one  who  has 
suffered  injury  or  Impairment  Such  pay¬ 
ments  are' not  limited  to  those  arising 
from  an  employment  relationship.  Such 
payments  may  be  made  by  an  employer 
or  from  any  Insurance  or  other  public  or 
private  fund. 

(d)  Veterans  compensation  and  pen¬ 
sion.  Veterans  payments  are  based  on 
service  in  the  armed  forces;  but  this 
service  is  not  limited  to  the  n.S.  armed 
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forces.  Such  payments  may  be  made  by  port  and  alimony  pasrments,  and  Inherit* 
the  UJ3.  Veterans  Administration,  an-  _  -  . 

other  country,  a  State  or  local  govern¬ 
mental  entity,  or  any  other  organization 
or  entity. 

(e)  Workmen’s  compensation  pay¬ 
ments.  Workmen’s  cconpensatlon  pay¬ 
ments  are  awarded  to  an  injured  em¬ 
ployee  or  to  his  dependents.  This  Incliides 
pasmients  under  Federal  and  State  work¬ 
men’s  compensation  statutes,  Longshore¬ 
men  and  Harbor  Worker’s  Act,  and  so 
forth.  Amounts  Included  In  such  awards 
for  medical,  legal,  or  related  expenses 

paid  or  actually  incurred  by  an  individual  some  or  all  of  an  individual’s  usual  needs 
in  connection  with  such  claim  are  de¬ 
ducted  in  determining  the  amount  that  is 
counted  as  imeamed  income. 

(f)  Social  security  benefits.  Old-age, 
survivors,  and  disability  Insurance  pay¬ 
ments  made  by  the  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  imder  provisions  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  are  unearned  income. 

Also  Included  are  special  payments  at  age 
72  (see  S  404.374  of  this  chapter)  and 
pajnnents  under  title  IV  of  the  Federal 

Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969  liquid  resources,  noncash  items,  or  any 
(i.e..  Black  Lung  Benefits) .  right  in  real  or  personal  property  to 

(g)  Railroad  retirement  payments.  succeeds  as  toe  result  of  toe 

Pasnnents,  such  as  sick  pay,  annuities,  *i®®th  of  another.  An  inheritance  counts 
pensions,  and  imemployment  insurance  ^  un^med  income  when  it  m^ts  toe 
benefits,  which  are  paid  by  toe  Railroad  definition  of  income  in  §  416.1102(a). 

Retirement  Board  to  an  individu^  who  §  416.1138  Unearned  income;  rents,  div- 
is  or  was  a  railroad  worker,  or  to  his  de-  idends,  interest,  royalties, 

pe^ents  or  survivors,  are  unearned  in-  General.  Unearned  income  under 

,  .  ..  title  XVI  of  the  Act  includes  rents,  divl- 

(h)  Vr^rnployment  compensatt^.  dends,  interest,  and  royalties  which  are 

Payments  in  toe  nature  of  insurance  for  j^ot  income  from  self-employment  (as 
which  one  qualifies  by  reason  of  having  defined  in  section  211(a)  of  the  Act),  income, 
been  employed  and  which  are  financed  (b)  Rents— a)  Defined.  Rents  repre- 
by  contributions  made  to  a  fund  during  g^nt  compensation  in  cash  or  in  kind 
periods  of  employment  are  unearned  jqj.  ^be  use  of  real  or  personal  property 
Income.  '  (.e.g.,  land,  an  apartment,  a  room, 

§416.1132  Unearned  income;  prizes  machinery). 

and  awards.  (2)  Amount  included.  In  determining 

In  general,  the  term  “prize”  means  the  arnount  of  rent  that  is  unearned  in- 
somethi^  won  in  a  contest,  lottery,  or  come  (i.e.,  not  net  earnings  from  self¬ 
game  of  chance.  In  general,  toe  term  employment),  only  ordinary  and  neces- 
“award”  means  something  of  value  re-  sary  out  of  pocket  expenses  incurred 
ceived  as  toe  result  of  a  decision  or  judg-  arid  mamtaining  the  prop- 

ment  of  a  coxui;,  a  board  of  arbitration,  erty  are  deducted  from  the  gr(»s  rent, 
or  toe  Uke;  ordinarily  it  does  not  come  Buch  expenses  shall  include  only  those  §416.1151 
f rnm  \  cnmtv^titinn  Tn  Pither  pvent  toe  expenses  necessary  for  the  production  or  need. 

iw  ellglbmty  for  and  the  amount  of 

^  ^reuSder;  under  no  cliSSn- 
stances  wlB  depreclaUon  or  depletion  of 
value  of  the  Item  is  counted  as  unearned  property  be  considered  such  an 

income.  pvnence  coDsiaerva 

expense.  cmne  unde 

§416.1134  Unearned  income;  proceeds  (c)  Dividends  and  interest.  Dividends 

of  life  insurance  policy.  interest  normally  represent  retimi  §  ^^^eUow 

Unearned  Income  under  tiUe  XVI  of  on  a  capital  investment,  usually  on  ^ 

toe  Act  includes  toe  proceeds  of  any  life  gtocks,  bonds,  and  savings  accounts.  PP^ 

Sp^WbythebeiieaciaryofthepoUcy  to  the  holder  of  a  patent  or  copjjlght,  the  ..curinit  o 
on  toe  insured’s  last  Illness  and  burial  owner  of  a  mine,  oil  well,  etc.,  for  dupli-  titmal  insi 
expenses,  whichever  is  less.  Last  illness  cation  of  a  writing,  use  of  an  invention,  vidual  or  s 
find  binial  expenses  include  related  hos-  extraction  of  a  product,  or  the  like.  1*^  dete^ 
pital,  medical  expenses,  funeral,  burial  ,  .  §416.1115. 

Plot  and  interment  expenses,  and  re-  §  416.1145  Exclusions  from  income;  expenses 
lated  costs.  «PP«c«»»on-  shall  be  oo 

§416wll36  Unearned  income;  gifts,  sup.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  determining  f 

pi^*l  Afid  Aliiuony^  inhcritAiices*  COUnt&pblC  incoinc  in  fl^jcordftncc  with  Qd-losllS* 

(a)  General.  Unearned  income  under  §  416.1115  of  this  subpart,  the  follow-  The  va 
title  XVI  of  toe  Act  Includes  gifts,  sup-  ing  income  shall  be  excluded:  raised  by  i 


...  (1)  Return  or  refimd  by  any  public 

ances.  TTie  fair  market  value  of  the  item  agency  of  taxes  on  real  property  or  food 
received  is  used  where  the  item  is  not  (§416.1149). 

received  in  cash.  (2)  Assistance  based  on  need,  which  is 

(b)  Gifts.  A  gift  may  or  may  not  be  in  paid  by  any  State  or  political  subdivision 

cash.  It  is  anything  given  to  tm  Individ-  in  supplementation  of  benefits  (§  416.- 
ual  which  is:  1151). 

(1)  Not  compensation  lor  services  or  (3)  Tuition  and  fee  portions  of  grants, 

other  consideration,  and  scholarships  and  fellowships  (§  416.- 

(2)  Without  legal  obligation  on  the  1153). 

donor’s  part.  (4)  Home  produce  used  for  personal 

(c)  Support  and  alimony.  For  pur-  consumption  (§416.1155). 

poses  of  tlfis  section,  support  means  con-  (5)  Infrequently  or  irregularly  received 
tributions  in  cash  or  in  kind  to  provide  income,  imeamed  and  earned,  if  such 

income  does  not  exceed  $60  per  quarter 
(e.g.,  food;  shelter,  clothing) ;  it  may  be  of  unearned  income  and  $30  per  quarter 
provided  voluntarily  or  pursuant  to  court  nl  earned  income  (§  416.1157) . 
order.  Alimony  is  the  allowance  made  by  Certain  payments  received  for 

a  court  to  one  spouse  from  funds  of  toe  foster  care  (§  416.1159). 
other  spouse  either  pending  decision  on  ^T)  One-third  of  child  support  pay- 
a  suit  for  separation  or  divorce  or  after  ments  by  an  absent  parent  (§  416.1161). 
decision  in  such  suit.  In  some  jurisdic-  Student  child’s  earned  income  up 

tions  a  court  uses  toe  term  "malnte-  lo  specified- limits  (§416.1163). 
nance”  instead  of  alimony.  The  first  $60  per  quarter  of  in- 

(d)  Inheritance.  For  purposes  of  this  come,  earned  or  unearned,  other  than 
sectimi,  inheritance  means  cash,  other  income  based  on  need  (§  416.1165) . 

(10)  Earned  income  in  toe  amount  of 
$195,  plus  one-half  of  the  remainder  of 
the  earned  income  per  quarter  (§  416.- 
1167). 

(11)  Work  expenses  of  the  blind 
(§416.1169). 

(12)  Income  of  toe  blind  and  disabled 
needed  to  fulfill  a  plan  for  self-support 
(§416.1171). 

(b)  In  determining  the  countable  in¬ 
come  in  accordance  with  §  416.1115,  the 
exclusions  listed  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  apply  first  to  unearned 
and  then  to  earned  income, 
where  appropriate.  In  so  applying  they 
shall  be  considered  in  the  numerical  se¬ 
quence  in  vfiiich  they  are  listed  in  para- 
grsq>h  (a)  of  this  section. 

§  416.1149  Refimd  of  taxes. 

Any  amount  refunded  from  any  pub¬ 
lic  agency,  if  paid  on  the  purchase  of 
food  or  the  satisfaction  real  property 
levies,  shall  not  be  comtidered  in  deter¬ 
mining  countable  income  under  §  416.- 
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raised  in  connection  with  a  trade  or  busi¬ 
ness  and  consumed  by  such  individual  or 
his  immediate  family  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  determining  countable  income 
under  §416.1115. 

§  416.1157  Infrequent  or  irregular  in¬ 
come. 

(a)  Earned  income.  Earned  income  as 
defined  in  §  416.1102(b)  if  it  does  not 
exceed  $30  per  quarter  in  total  which 
is  received  less  frequently  than  twice 
POT  quarter  or  which  cannot  be  reason¬ 
ably  anticipated  shall  not  be  considered 
in  determining  countable  income  under 
§  416.1115. 

(b)  Unearned  income.  Unearned  in- 
c(nne  as  defined  in  §  416.1102(c)  if  it 
does  not  exceed  $60  per  quarter  in  total 
which  is  received  less  frequently  than 
twice  per  quarter  or  which  cannot  be 
reasonably  anticipated  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  determining  countable  income 
under  §  416.1115. 

§  416.1159  Foster  care  payments. 

Income  to  an  individual  or  spouse 
which  represents  payment  for  the  foster 
care  of  a  child  who  is  not  an  eligible  in¬ 
dividual  but  is  living  in  the  same  home 
a«  such  individual  and  was  placed  there 
by  a  public  or  nonprofit  private  child- 
placement  or  child-care  agency,  shall  not 
be  considered  in  determining  countable 
income  under  §  416.1115.' 

§  416.1161  Qiild  support. 

Income  received  as  support  by  an  in¬ 
dividual  who  meets  the  definition  of 
child  in  §  416.1050  from  an  absent  parent 
of  sucdi  child  shall  be  reduced  by  one- 
third  before  it  is  considered  in  determin¬ 
ing  countable  income  under  §  416.1115. 

§  416.1163  Earned  income  of  a  student 
child. 

The  first  $1,200  of  quarterly  earnings, 
not  to  exce^  $1,620  a  calendar  year, 
shall  be  exclud^  from  the  earned  In- 
c(Nne  of  a  blind  or  disabled  child  who  is  a 
student  regularly  attending  school  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  416.1057. 

§  416.1165  First  $60  of  unearned  .or 
earned  income. 

The  first  $60  of  imearned  income  or 
earned  income  received  in  a  quarter,  not 
Q^erwise  excluded  by  §§  416.1149 
tnrough  416.1163  shall  not  be  considered 
in  determining  coimtable  income  under 
§416.1115;  except  income  which  is^paid 
on  the  basis  of  need  shall  not  be  excluded 
under  this  section. 

§  416.1167  Amount  of  earned  income 
exclusion. 

Earned  income  not  excluded  from  con- 
sideraticm  by  §  416.1149  through 
§  416.1165  in  the  amount  of  $195  received 
per  quarter  plus  one-hsdf  of  any  remain¬ 
ing  earned  Income  not  previously  ex¬ 
cluded  and  received  in  the  same  quarter 
shall  not  be  considered  in  determining 
countable  inctune  imder  §  416.1115. 

§  416.1169  Work  expenses  of  the  blind. 

Earned  Income  not  excluded  from  con¬ 
sideration  by  §  416.1149  through 


§  416.1167  of  an  individual  who  is  blind 
as  defined  in  Subpart  I  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  determining  cotmtable  Income 
under  §  416.1115  of  this  subpart  to  the 
extent  that  such  income  is  xised  to  meet 
any  expenses  reasonably  attributable  to 
the  earning  of  any  income. 

§  416.1171  Income  needed  to  fulfill  a 
plan  for  self-support. 

Earned  or  imeamed  Income  which  has 
not  been  excluded  from  consideration  by 
§  416.1149  through  §  416.1169  shall  not 
be  considered  in  determining  countable 
income  imder  §  416.1115  to  the  extent 
that  such  earned  or  unearned  income  is 
needed  to  fulfill  an  approved  plan  for 
self-support  pursuant  to  §  416.1731  for 
an  indiiddual  who  is  disaUed  or  blind  as 
provided  by  Subpart  I  of  this  part 

§  416.1 175  Income  exclusions  for  cer¬ 
tain  blind  individuals. 

For  an  Individual  who  is  blind  as 
defined  under  a  State  plan,  which  was 
approved  imder  title  X  or  XVI  of  the 
Act,  as  in  effect  in  October  1972  and  who 
for  the  month  of  December  1973  was  a 
recipient  of  aid  or  assistance  under  such 
State  plan,  the  maximum  amount  of 
earned  or  unearned  inciune  which  could 
have  been  disregarded  under  such  State 
plan  will  be  disregarded  in  determining 
coimtable  income  under  §  416.1115  in 
lieu  of  applying  the  exclusions  from  in¬ 
come  provided  in  §  416.1145,  provided 
that  the  iq^llcatiim  of  the  provisions  of 
§  416.1145  would  result  in  a  larger 
amount  of  countable  Income. 

§  416.1180  Consideration  of  income. 

Except  as  otherwise  noted.  Income  is 
counted  in  determining  eligibility  for  and 
the  amount  of  benefits  payable  under 
title  XVI  when  it  is  actually  received  or 
is  counted  when  constructively  received 
(see  §  404.1026(b)  (2)  of  this  chapter), 
whichever  first  occurs.  In  general,  this 
is  the  first  imint  at  which  it  is  available 
to  the  individual  to  use.  For  example, 
interest  on  a  regular  savings  account  is 
counted  when  credited  to  the  account. 
Generally,  wages  will  be  counted  when 
received.  Net  earnings  from  self-employ¬ 
ment  will  be  allocated  and  coimted  as 
received  equally  in  each  quarter  of  the 
individual’s  taxable  year. 

Subpart  L — ftasourcas  and  Exclusions 

Sec. 

416.1201  Resources;  general. 

416.1202  Deeming  of  resources. 

416.1205  Limitation  on  resources. 

416.1210  Exclusions  from  resources;  general. 
416.1212  Exclusion  of  the  home. 

.416.1216  Exclusion  of  household  goods  and 

personal  effects. 

416.1218  Exclusion  of  the  automobile. 
416.1220  Exclusion  of  property  essential  to 
self-suppmt. 

416.1222  Exclusion  of  property  of  a  trade  or 
business  essential  to  self-sup¬ 
port. 

416.1224  Exclusion  of  nonbusiness  property 
essential  to  self-support. 
416.1226  Exclusion  of  resources  necessary 
to  faUUl  an  approved  plan  tar 
self-support. 

416.1228  Exclusion  of  Alaskan  natives* 
stock  In  regional  or  village  cor¬ 
porations. 


416.1230  Exclusion  of  life  Insurance. 

416.1232  Replacement  of  damaged  or  lost 
excluded  resources. 

416.1234  Exclusion  of  Indian  lands. 

416.1240  Disposition  of  resources. 

416.1242  Time  limits  for  disposing  of  re¬ 
sources. 

416.1244  Treatment  of  proceeds  from  dispo¬ 
sition  of  resources. 

416.1260  Special  resource  provlslona  for  re¬ 

cipients  under  a  State  plan. 

416.1261  Application  of  special  resource 

provision. 

416.1264  ^>ouae  Ineligible  under  a  State 
plan  In  December  1973. 

416.1266  Individual  under  special  resource 
provision  dies  after  Decem¬ 
ber  1973. 

Subpart  L — Resources  and  Exclusions  ' 
§416.1201  Resources ;  general. 

(a)  Resources:  defined.  For  purposes 
of  this  subpart  L,  resources  mean  cash 
or  other  liquid  assets  or  any  real  or  per¬ 
sonal  property  that  an  individual  (or 
spouse,  if  any)  owns  and  could  convert 
to  cash  to  be  used  for  his  support  and 
maintenance.  If  the  individual  has  the 
right,  authority  or  power  to  liquidate 
the  property,  or  his  share  of  the  prop¬ 
erty,  it  is  considered  a  resource.  If  a 
property  right  cannot  be  liquidated,  the 
property  will  not  be  considered  a  re¬ 
source  of  the  individual  (or  spouse). 

(b)  Liquid  resources;  defined.  Liquid 
resources  are  those  prcmerties  that  are 
in  cash  or  are  financial  instruments 
which  are  convertible  to  cash.  Liquid 
resources  include  cash  on  hand,  cash  in 
savings  accounts  of  checking  accxiunts. 
stocks,  bonds,  mutual  fund  shares, 
promi^ory  notes,  mortgages  and  similar 
properties. 

(c)  Nonliquid  resources;  defined.  Non¬ 
liquid  resources  include  other  prop¬ 
erties.  The  term  includes  both  real  and 
personal  property.  Nonliquid  resources 
are  evaluated  according  to  their  current 
market  value  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided.  For  purposes  of  this  Subpart  L, 
the  “current  market  value”  of  an  item 
is  defined  as  the  price  that  item  can 
reasonably  be  expected  to  sell  for  on  the 
open  market  in  the  particular  geo¬ 
graphic  area  involved. 

§  416.1202  Deeming  of  resources. 

(a)  Married  individual.  In  the  case  of 
an  individual  who  is  living  with  a  person 
not  eligible  under  this  part  and  who  is 
considered  to  be  the  husband  or  wife  of 
such  individual  under  the  criteria  in 
§  416.1005,’  such  individual’s  resources 
shall  be  deemed  to  include  any  resources, 
not  otherwise  excluded  under  this 
subpart,  of  such  spouse  whether  or  not 
such  resources  are  available  to  such 
individual. 

(b)  Child.  In  the  case  of  »  child  (as 
defined  in  §  416.1050)  who  is  under  age 
21,  such  child’s  resources  shall  be  deemed 
to  include  any  resources,  not  otherwise 
excluded  under  this  subpart,  of  a  parent 
of  such  child  (or  the  spouse  of  such  a 
parent)  who  is  living  in  the  same  house¬ 
hold  (as  defined  in  §  416.1070)  as  such 
child,  whether  or  not  available  to  such 
child,  to  the  extent  that  the  resources  of 
such  parent  (or  such  spouse  of  a  parent) 
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exceed  $1,500  in  the  case  of  one  parent  or 
$2,250  in  the  case  of  two  parents  (or 
one  parent  and  the  spouse  of  such 
parent).  As  used  In  this  section,  the 
term  “parent”  means  the  natural  or 
adoptive  parent  of  a  child  and  “spouse 
of  a  parent”  means  the  spouse  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  Subpart  J  of  this  part)  of  such 
natural  or  adoptive  parent. 

(c)  Applicability.  When  used  in  this 
Subpart  L,  the  term  “individual”  refers 
to  an  eligible  aged,  blind,  or  disabled  per¬ 
son,  and  also  includes  a  person  whose  re¬ 
sources  are  deemed  to  be  the  resources  of 
such  Individual  (as  provided  In  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section) . 

§  416.1205  Limitation  on  resources. 

(a)  Individual  toith  no  eligible  spouse. 
An  aged,  blind,  or  disabled  individual 
with  no  spouse  shall  be  eligible  for  bene¬ 
fits  under  title  XVI  of  the  Act  if  his  non¬ 
excludable  resources  do  not  exceed  $1,500 
and  all  other  eligibility  requirements  are 
met.  An  individual  who  is  living  with  em 
Ineligible  spouse  shall  be  eligible  for 
benefits  tmder  title  XVI  of  the  Act  if 
his  nonexcludable  resom’ces,  including 
the  resources  of  such  spouse,  do  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $2,250  and  all  other  eligibility 
requirements  are  met. 

(b)  Individual  toith  an  eligible  spouse. 
An  aged,  blind,  or  disabled  Individual 
who  has  an  eligible  spouse  shall  be  eli¬ 
gible  for  benefits  under  title  XVI  of  the 
Act  If  their  nonexcludable  resources  do 
not  exeeed  $2,250  and  all  other  eligibility 
requirements  are  met. 

§  416.1210  Exclusions  from  resources; 
general. 

In  determining  the  resources  of  an  In¬ 
dividual  (and  spouse.  If  any)  the  follow¬ 
ing  Items  shall  be  excluded; 

(a)  The  home  (including  the  land  ap¬ 
pertaining  thereto)  to  the  extent  Its 
value  does  not  exceed  the  amount  set 
forth  In  §  416.1212; 

(b)  Household  goods  and  personal  ef¬ 
fects  to  the  extent  that  their  total  value 
does  not  ^ceed  the  amoimt  provided  In 
S  416.1216; 

(c)  An  automobile  to  the  extent  that 
Its  value  does  not  exceed  the  amount 
provided  In  S  416.1218; 

(d)  Property  of  a  trade  or  business 
which  Is  essential  to  the  means  of  self- 
s\ipport  as  provided  in  S  416.1222; 

(e)  Nonbusiness  property  which  is  es¬ 
sential  to  the  means  of  self-support  as 
provided  in  S  416.1224; 

(f)  Resourcesctf  a  blind  or  disabled  In¬ 
dividual  which  are  necessary  to  fulfill 
an  approved  plan  for  achieving  self-sup¬ 
port  as  provided  in  S  416.1226; 

(g)  Stock  In  regional  or  village  corpo¬ 
rations  held  by  ne,tlves  oS  Alaska  during 
the  twenty-year  period  In  which  the 
stock  Is  Inalienable  pursuant  to  the  Alas¬ 
ka  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  (see 
§  416.1228) ; 

(h)  Life  Insurance  owned  by  an  Indi¬ 
vidual  (and  spouse.  If  any)  to  the  extent 
provided  In  {  416.1280;  and 

(1)  Restricted  allotted  land  owned  by 
an  enrolled  member  ci  an  Indian  tribe  as 
provided  In  1 416.1234. 


§  416.1212  Exclusion  of  the  home. 

(a)  A  home  is  excluded  in  determining 
the  resources  of  an  Individual  (and 
spouse.  If  any)  to  the  extent  its  currmit 
market  value  does  not  exceed  $25,000 
($35,000  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

(b)  A  home,  for  purposes  of  this  part, 
is  any  shelter  in  which  the  individual 
(and  spouse,  if  any)  has  ownership  in¬ 
terest  and  which  is  used  by  the  individual 
(and  spouse,  if  any)  as  his  principal 
place  <rf  residence.  The  home  includes 
any  land  that  appertains  thereto  and  any 
related  outbuildings  necessary  to  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  home. 

(c)  Where  a  State  or  locality  Imposes 
a  value-bcused  property  teix  or  levy,  the 
current  market  value  of  a  home  sh^  be 
based  on  the  most  recent  assessed  value 
placed  on  it  by  such  State  or  locality, 
taking  into  consideration  the  ratio  be¬ 
tween  such  assessed  value  and  the  mar¬ 
ket  value. 

(d)  The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  a 
home  which  is  excluded  from  the  Indi¬ 
vidual’s  resources  will  also  be  excluded 
from  resources  to  the  extent  tlwy  are 
Intended  to  be  used  and  are,  in  fact,  used 
to  purchase  another  home,  which  is  simi¬ 
larly  excluded,  within  3  months  of  the 
date  of  receipt  of  the  proceeds. 

§  416.1216  Exclusion  of  household 
goods  and  personal  effects. 

(a)  Household  goods  and  personal  ef¬ 
fects;  defined.  Househtdd  goods  are  de¬ 
fined  as  teclucfing  hoos^iold  furniture, 
furnishlnai  and  equipment  which  ase 
commonly  found  in  or  about  a  house  and 
are  used  In  (xmnectlmi  with  l^e  opera¬ 
tion,  nmintmance  and  occupancy  of  the 
home.  Hous^old  goods  would  also  In¬ 
clude  the  furniture,  furnishings  and 
equii»nent  which  are  Xised  In  the  func¬ 
tions  and  activities  of -home  and  family 
life  as  well  as  those  items  which  are  for 
cennfort  and  accommodation.  Personal 
effects  are  defined  as  including  clothing, 
jewelry,  items  of  personal  care,  individ¬ 
ual  education  and  recreational  items 
such  as  books,  musical  Instruments,  and 
hobbies. 

(b)  Limitation  on  household  goods  and 
personal  effects.  In  determining  the  re¬ 
sources  of  an  individual  (and  spouse.  If 
any) ,  household  goods  emd  personal  ef¬ 
fects  are  excluded  if  their  total  market 
value  is  $1,500  or  less.  If  the  market  value 
of  household  goods  and  personal  effects 
is  in  excess  of  $1,500,  the  excess  will  be 
counted  against  the  resource  limitation. 

(c)  Additional  exclusions  of  household 
goods  and  personal  effects.  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  resources  of  an  Individual  (and 
spouse,  if  any)  and  in  determine  the 
value  of  the  hous^old  goods  and  per¬ 
sonal  effects  of  such  individual  (and 
spouse) .  there  shall  be  excluded  a  wed¬ 
ding  ring  and  an  engagonent  ring  and 
housdiold  goods  and  personal  effects 
such  as  prosthetic  devices,  dialysis  ma¬ 
chines,  hospital  beds,  wheel  chairs  and 
similar  equiixnent  required  because  of  a 
person’s  ihysical  condlticax.  The  exclu¬ 
sion  of  items  required  because  of  a  per¬ 
son’s  phsrsical  condition  is  not  applicable 
to  Items  which  are  used  extensively  and 


primarily  by  members  of  the  household 
in  addition  to  the  person  whose  ihysical 
condition  requires  Uie  item. 

§  416.1218  Exclusion  of  the  automobile. 

(a)  Automobile;  defined.  As  used  in 
this  section,  the  term  “automobile”  in¬ 
cludes,  in  addition  to  passenger  cars, 
other  vehicles  used  to  provide  necessary 
transportation. 

(b)  Limitation  on  automobile.  In  de¬ 
termining  the  resources  of  an  individual 
(and  spouse,  if  any)  an  automobile  is 
excluded  from  counting  as  a  resource  if 
its  ciurent  retail  market  value  is  $1,200 
or  less.  If  the  retail  market  value  of  the 
automobile  exceeds  $1,200,  the  amount 
to  be  counted  against  the  resource  limit 
is  that  portion  of  the  retail  maricet  value 
which  exceeds  $1,200.  However,  an  auto¬ 
mobile  will  be  totally  excluded  If  It  is 
used  for  employment  or  for  the  medical 
treatment  of  a  specific  or  regular  medi¬ 
cal  problwn  of  the  Individued  or  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  his  household,  or  If  It  has  been 
modified  for  operation  by  or  transporta¬ 
tion  of  a  handicapped  person. 

(c)  Number  of  automobiles.  Only  one 
automobile  may  be  excluded  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  resources  of  an  Individual 
(and  spouse,  if  any)  under  this  section. 

(d)  Retail  market  value.  The  “retail 
market  value”  cd  an  automobile  Is  the 
average  price  a  vehicle  cS.  that  particular 
year,  make,  mo(M.  and  condition  will  sell 
for  on  the  open  xasu’ket  (to  a  private  in¬ 
dividual)  in  tile  partieular  ge<^raphic 
area  involved. 

§  416.1220  BMfauion  of  property  essen- 
tid  to  seif-eupport. 

In  determining  the  resources  of  an  in¬ 
dividual  (and  spouse,  if  any)  there  shall 
be  excluded,  subject  to  the  criteria  and 
limitations  in  S§  416.1222  and  416.1224, 
property  so  essential  to  the  self-support 
of  the  individual  (and  spouse.  If  any)  as 
to  warrant  its  exclusion.  Such  property 
shall  include  both  the  property  used  In 
a  trade  or  business  (as  defined  in  S  404.- 
1070  of  Part  404)  and  property  not  used 
in  a  trade  or  business  but  v4iich  never¬ 
theless  produces  income  or  is  otherwise 
necessary  to  the  self-support  of  the  In¬ 
dividual  (and  spouse,  if  any) .  In  the  case 
of  property  not  used  In  a  trade  or  busi¬ 
ness,  however,  it  shall  not  include  cash, 
stocks,  bonds,  or  any  other  liquid  re¬ 
sources  (as  defined  In  5  416.1201)  even 
though  such  liquid  resources  may  be  pro¬ 
ducing  income. 

§  416.1222  Exdosion  of  property  of  a 
trade  or  business  essential  to  self- 
support. 

(a)  In  determining  the  resources  of  an 
individual  (and  spouse,  if  any)  there 
shall  be  excluded  property  used  by  the 
individual  (and  spouse.  If  any)  in  his 
trade  or  business  (as  defined  in  §  404.1070 
of  this  chapter)  to  the  extent  that  such 
properly  is  essential  to  the  self-support 
of  such  individual  (and  spouse.  If  any). 

(b)  Property  of  a  trade  or  business  Is 
considered  essential  for  s^-support  if 
its  current  market  value  does  not  exceed 
limits  which  take  into  account  the  nature 
of  the  business  and  the  gross  and  net 
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ln.c(Hne  such  business  may  be  expected  to 
produce  in  the  light  of  such  property. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  section, 
“property  of  a  trade  or  business”  means 
items  commonly  referred  to  as  timgible 
business  assets  sxich  as  land  and  build¬ 
ings,  equipment  and  supplies,  inventory, 
cash  <m  hand,  accoimts  receivable,  etc. 

§  416.1224  Exclusion  of  nonbusiness 
property  essential  to  self-support. 

(a)  In  determining  the  resources  of  an 
Individual  (and  spouse,  if  any)  there 
shall  be  excluded  nonliquid  property  (as 
defined  in  §  416.1201)  which  although 
not  used  in  a  trade  or  business  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  self-support  of  the  individual 
(and  spouse,  if  any) .  Nonbusiness  prop¬ 
erty  is  considered  ess^tial  for  self-sup¬ 
port  if  tt  is  relied  upon  by  the  individi^ 
as  a  significant  factor  in  producing  in¬ 
come  on  which  he  can  live,  it  is  used  to 
produce  goods  essential  to  the  support  of 
the  Individual,  or  it  is  used  to  provide 
services  essential  to  the  individual’s 
support. 

(b)  Property  used  exclusively  to  pro¬ 
duce  items  for  home  consumption  is  con¬ 
sidered  essential  for  self-support  if  the 
Itons  produced  are  a  significant  factor 
in  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the 
IndlvlduaL 

(c)  Tools,  equipment,  uniforms,  and 
similar  itons  required  by  the  individual’s 
emidoyer  are  considered  essential  for 
Belf-si4>port. 

(d)  A  motor  vehicle  (in  addition  to 
that  otherwise  excludable  under  this 
Bubpart  U)  is  considered  essential  for 
self-support  if,  because  of  climate,  ter¬ 
rain,  distance,  or  similar  factors,  addi¬ 
tional  or  specially  modified  vehicles  are 
required  to  provide  necessary  transix>r- 
tatlon.  The  limitations  on  value  of  other¬ 
wise  excluded  vehicles  in  this  Subpart  L 
are  applicable  to  vehicles  in  this  cate¬ 
gory. 

§  416.1226  Exclusion  of  resources  nec¬ 
essary  to  fulfill  an  approved  plan  for 
sdf-snpport. 

In  determining  the  resources  of  a  blind 
or  disabled  individual,  there  shall  be  ex¬ 
cluded  such  resources  as  an  approved 
plan  for  achieving  self-support  pursuant 
to  S  416.1731,  specifies  as  being  necessary 
for  the  fulfillment  of  such  plan  for  so 
long  as  such  plan  remains  in  effect. 

§  416.1228  Exdusitm  of  Alaskan  na¬ 
tives*  stock  in  regional  or  viflage  cor¬ 
porations. 

(a)  In  determining  the  resources  of  a 
native  of  Alastsa  (and  spouse.  If  any) 
there  will  be  excluded  fimn  resources, 
shares  of  stock  held  in  a  regional  or 
village  corporation  during  the  period  of 
20  years  in  which  such  stock  is  inalloi- 
able,  as  provided  by  sections  7(h)  and 
8(c)  (ff  the  Alaska  Native  Cfiahns  Settle¬ 
ment  Act  (43  n.S.C.  1606, 1607).  The  20- 
year  period  of  inalienability  terminates 
on  January  1, 1992. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “native  of 
Alaska”  has  the  same  meaning  as  that 
oontaixked  in  section  3(b)  oS  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settl^ent  Act  (43  n.S.C. 
1602(b)). 


§  416.1230  Exclusion  of  life  insurance. 

(a)  General.  In  determining  the  re- 
soxirces  of  an  Individual  (and  spouse,  if 
any) ,  life  insurance  owned  by  ^e  Indi- 
vldusJ  (and  spouse,  if  any)  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  the  extent  of  its  cash  surren¬ 
der  value.  If,  however,  the  total  face 
value  of  all  life  insurance  policies  on 
any  person  does  not  exceed  $1,500,  no 
part  of  the  cash  surrender  value  of  such 
life  Insurance  will  be  Uiken  into  account 
in  determining  the  resources  of  the  indi¬ 
vidual  (and  spouse,  if  any) .  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  face  value  of  life  insurance  on 
the  individual  (and  spouse,  if  any) ,  term 
insurance  and  burial  insurance  wW  not 
be  taken  into  account. 

(b)  Definitions — (1)  Life  insurance. 
life  insurance  is  a  contract  under  which 
the  insurer  agrees  to  pay  a  specified 
amoimt  upon  the  death  of  the  insured. 

(2)  Insurer.  The  insurer  is  the  com¬ 
pany  or  association  which  contracts  with 
the  owner  of  the  insurance. 

(3)  Insured.  The  insured  is  the  person 
upon  whose  life  insurance  is  effected. 

(4)  Oumer.  The  owner  is  the  person 
who  has  the  right  to  change  the  policy. 
This  is  normally  the  person  who  pays  the 
premiums. 

(5)  Term  insurance.  Term  insurance 
is  a  form  of  life  insiuance  having  no  cash 
surrender  value  and  generally  furnish¬ 
ing  insurance  protection  for  only  a  speci¬ 
fied  or  limited  period  of  time. 

(6)  Face  value.  Face  value  is  the  basic 
death  benefit  of  the  policy  exclusive  of 
dividend  additions  or  additional  amoimts 
payable  because  of  accldmtal  death  or 
under  other  special  provisions. 

(7)  Cash  surrender  value.  Cash  sur¬ 
render  value  is  the  amount  which  the 
insurer  will  pay  (usually  to  the  owner) 
upon  cancellation  of  the  policy  before 
death  of  the  insured  or  before  maturity 
of  the  policy. 

(8)  Burial  insurance.  Burial  insurance 
Is  Insurance  whose  terms  specifically 
provide  that  the  proceeds  can  be  iised 
(mly  to  pay  the  burial  expenses  of  the 
insured. 

§  416.1232  Replacement  of  damaged  or 
lost  exclttdf^  resources. 

Cash  received  from  an  insurance  c(»n- 
pcmy  for  purposes  of  rQ)airing  or  replac¬ 
ing  an  excluded  resource  that  is  lost, 
damaged,  or  stolen,  etc.,  is  occluded  as  a 
resource  provided  the  total  amount  ol 
the  cash  is  used  to  repair  or  replace  such 
excluded  resource  within  3  months  if  the 
resoiuxe  is  perscmal  prc^rty  anti  6 
months  if  the  resource  is  real  pr(g>erty. 
Any  such  cash  not  so  used  within  such 
time  periods  is  an  includable  resource  to 
the  exteat  retained  beginning  with  the 
quarter  following  the  qxiarter  of  receipt. 

§  416.1234  Exclusion  Indian  lands. 

In  determining  the  resources  of  an  in¬ 
dividual  (and  spouse,  if  any)  ^o  is  of 
Indian  descent  from  a  federally  recog* 
nlzed  Indian  tribe,  there  diall  be  ex¬ 
cluded  such  restricted,  allotted  lands 
as  such  individual  (and  qxMise,  If 
any)  may  possess  if  swb  Individual  (and 
^use,  if  any)  cannot  sell,  transfer  or 


otherwise  dispose  of  such  land  without 
permisslcm  of  other  individuals,  his  tribe 
or  an  agency  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment. 

§  416.1240  Disposition  of  resources. 

(a)  Where  the  resources  of  an  individ¬ 
ual  (and  spouse,  if  any)  are  determined 
to  exceed  the  limitations  prescribed  in 
§  416.1205,  such  individual  (and  spouse, 
if  any)  shall  not  be  eligible  for  pa3rment 
except  under  the  conditions  provided  in 
this  section.  Pasnnent  will  be  made  to  an 
individual  (and  spouse,  if  any)  if: 

(1)  Total  includable  resources  do  not 
exceed  $3,000  in  the  case  of  an  individual 
or  $4,500  in  the  case  of  an  Individual  and 
spouse;  and 

(2)  Total  includable  liquid  resources 
(as  defined  in  S  416.1201)  do  not  exceed 
one-fourth  of  the  sq)plicable  dollar 
amount  specified  in  section  1611(b)(1) 
of  the  Act  in  the  case  of  an  individual 
and  in  section  1611(b)  (2)  in  the  case  of 
an  individual  and  spouse;  and 

(3)  The  individual  agrees  in  writing 
to: 

(i)  Dispose  oS.  the  nonllquld  resources 
(as  delink  in  S  416.1201)  in  excess  of  the 
limitations  prescribed  in  8  416.1205  with¬ 
in  the  time  period  ^)ecified  in  8  416.1242; 
and 

(ii)  Repay  any  overpayments  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  8  416.1244)  wl&  the  proceeds  of 
such  disposition. 

(b)  Payment  made  for  the  period  dur¬ 
ing  which  the  resources  are  being  dis¬ 
posed  of  will  be  conditioned  upon  the 
disposition  of  resoiucee  prescribed  in 
paragrsq)h  (a)(3)  of  this  section.  Any 
payments  so  made  are  (at  the  time  of 
disposition)  considered  overpayments  to 
the  ext^t  they  would  not  have  been  paid 
had  the  disposition  occurred  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  p^od  for  which  such 
pa3rments  were  made. 

§  416.1242  Time  limits  for  disposing  of 
resources. 

(a)  In  order  for  pasrment  conditioned 
cm  the  disposition  of  nonllquld  resources 
to  be  made,  the  individual  must  agree 
in  writing  to  dispose  of  real  property 
within  6  months  and  other  property 
within  3  months.  The  time  period  will 
begin  on  the  date  the  writtoa  agreement 
to  dispose  of  the  resources  Is  signed  by 
Ihe  individual.  However,  in  case  of  an 
individual  who  is  disabled,  the  time  pe¬ 
riod  will  begin  with  the  date  the  individ¬ 
ual  is  determined  to  be  disabled. 

(b)  ’The  6  and  3  month  time  periods  for 
disposition  wUl  be  extended  an  additional 
3  months  where  it  is  found  that  the  in¬ 
dividual  had  “good  cause”  for  falling  to 
dispose  of  the  resources  within  the  origi¬ 
nal  time  period. 

(c)  An  individual  will  be  found  to  have 
“good  cause”  for  failing  to  dispose  of  a 
resource  if.  despite  reasonable  and  dili¬ 
gent  effort  (m  his  part,  he  was  prevented 
by  circumstances  beyemd  his  control 
from  disposing  of  the  resource. 

§  416.1244  Treatment  of  proceeds  from 
disposition  of  resources. 

(a)  Upon  disposition  of  the  resources, 
the  net  proceeds  to  the  individual  fnmi 
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the  sale  are  considered  available  to  repay 
that  portion  of  the  pasnnents  that  would 
not  have  been  made  had  the  dispositiian 
occurred  at  the  beginning  of  the  period 
for  which  payment  was  made. 

(b)  The  net  proceeds  from  disposition 
will  normally  be  the  sales  price  less  any 
encumbrance  on  the  resource  and  the 
expenses  of  sale  such  as  transfer  taxes, 
fees,  advertising  costs,  etc.  where,  how¬ 
ever,  a  resource  hsis  been  sold  (or  other- 
wi^  transferred)  by  an  individual  to  a 
friend  or  relative  for  less  than  its  cur¬ 
rent  market  value,  the  net  proceeds  will 
be  the  current  market  value  less  costs 
of  sale  smd  encumbrance. 

(c)  After  deducting  any  amount  neces¬ 
sary  to  raise  the  individual’s  (and 
spouse’s,  if  any)  resources  to  $1,500  or 
$2,250  (as  applicable),  as  of  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  disposition  period,  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  net  proceeds  will  be  used  to 
recover  the  payments  made  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual  (and  spouse,  if  any) .  Any  remain¬ 
ing  proceeds  are  wmsidered  liquid  re- 
soiuces. 

(d)  The  overpayment  to  be  recovered 
is  equal  to  the  balance  of  the  net  pro¬ 
ceeds  (as  described  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section)  or  the  total  payments  made 
to  the  individual  (and  spouse,  if  any) 
for  the  period  of  disposition,  whichever 
is  less. 

§  416.1260  Special  resource  provision 
,  for  recipients  under  a  Slate  ^an. 

^  (a)  General.  In  the  case  of  any  indi¬ 
vidual  or  any  individual  (and  spouse, 
if  any)  who  for  the  month  of  December 
1973  was  a  recipient  of  aid  or  assistance 
under  a  State  plan  approved  under  title 
I,  X,  XIV,  or  XVI,  of  the  Act,  the  re¬ 
sources  of  such  individual  (and  spouse,  if 
any)  i^all  be  deemed  not  to  exceed  the 
amount  specified  in  f  416.1205  during 
any  period  that  the  resources  of  such  in¬ 
dividual  (and  spouse,  if  any)  do  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  maximum  amount  of  resources 
specified  in  such  State  plan  as  in  effect  in 
October  1972. 

(b)  State  plan:  defined.  As  used  in 
this  section  and  S§  416.1261-416.1266, 
"an  approved  State  plan  as  in  effect  in 
October  1972”  and  "State  plan  for  Oc¬ 
tober  1972”  means  a  State  plan  as  ap¬ 
proved  \mder  the  provisions  of  45  Cm 
Ch.  n  as  in  effect  in  October  1972. 

§  416.1261  Application  of  special  rc> 

,  source  provision. 

!  In  determining  the  resources  of  an  in¬ 
dividual  (and  spotise,  if  any)  who  meets 
the  conditions  specified  in  S  416.1260(a), 
either  the  State  plan  resource  limit  and 
exclusions  (as  specified  in  S  416.1260)  or 
the  resource  limit  (as  specified  in  {  416.-- 
1205)  and  exclusions  (as  specified  in 
I  416.1210),  whichever  is  most  advanta¬ 
geous  to  the  individual  (and  spouse,  if 
^  any)  wfilbeused. 

R  416.1264  Spouse  ineligililc  under  a 
i  State  plan  in  December  1973. 

I  In  the  case  of  an  individual  who  meets 
the  conditions  specified  in  1 416.1260  but 
lirtioee  spouse  does  not  meet  such  condi¬ 
tions,  whichever  of  the  following  is  most 


advantageous  for  the  individual  (and 
spouse,  if  any)  will  be  applied: 

(a)  The  resource  limitation  and  exclu¬ 
sions  for  an  individual  as  in  effect  under 
the  approved  State  plan  for  October  1972, 
or 

(b)  The  resource  limitation  (as  speci¬ 
fied  in  1 416.1205)  and  exclusions  (as 
specified  in  S  416.1210)  for  an  individual 
and  eligible  spouse  or  an  individual  living 
with  an  ineligiblespouse. 

§  416.1266  Individual  under  special  re¬ 
source  provision  dies  after  Ib'cember 
1973. 

Where  only  one  person,  either  the  eli¬ 
gible  individual  or  the  eligible  spouse, 
meets  the  conditions  specified  in 
§  416.1260  and  that  person  dies  after 
December  1973,  the  State  plan  resource 
llmitatipn  and  exclusions  not  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  determine  the  amount  of  re¬ 
sources  of  the  surviving  individual.  The 
resource  limitation  (as  specified  in 
§  416.1205)  and  exclusions  (as  specified 
in  §  416.1210)  will  be  applied  for  the  now 
eligible  individual  beginning  with  the 
month  such  person  is  considered  the  eli¬ 
gible  individual  as  defined  in  Subpart  A 
of  this  part. 

IFR  Doc.76-28ia6  PUed  10-17-75; 8: 45  am] 


Title  21— Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AMD  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  O— DRUGS  FOR  HUMAN  USE 
(Docket  No.  75N-0267] 

PART  310— NEW  DRUGS 

Oral  Contraceptive  Patient  Labeling 

.  The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  amending  S  310.501  (21  CFR  310.501) 
to  require  manufacturers  of  oral  contra¬ 
ceptives  to  include  in  the  mandatory  pa¬ 
tient  labeling  and  the  patient  brochure  a 
statement  that  oral  contraceptives  are 
of  no  value  in  the  prevention  or  treat¬ 
ment  of  venereal  disease,  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  19, 1976. 

’The  Commissioner  proposed,  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Ainrll  19,  1974  (39 
FR  13972) ,  to  amend  §  310.501  to  require 
the  stat^ent  in  the  mandatory  patient 
labeling  and  the  patient  lurochure  for 
oral  contraceptives.  Inta:ested  persons 
were  invited  to  submit  commits  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposal  on  or  before  June  18, 
1974.  An  editorial  correction  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  16, 1974  (39  FR  17448) . 

Tw«ity-one  comments  were  received 
in  response  to  the  pr(^x)6al:  From  a  city 
health  agency,  a  community  organiza¬ 
tion  for  VD  awareness,  and  other  persons. 
Fiftem  comments  exinressed  approval  of 
the  proposal,  some  with  suggested  modi¬ 
fication.  Five  comments  opposed  the  pro¬ 
posal.  One  comm«it  did  not  directly  re¬ 
spond  to  the  proposal,  and  one  comment 
that  favored  the  proposal  was  also  direct¬ 
ed  to  the  overall  content  and  language  of 
the  patient  package  information.  In  this 
regard,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  is  currently  reviewing  the  broader 
issue  of  patient  package  insa-ts  for  pre¬ 


scription  drugs.  The  minted  information 
supplied  to  a  user  of  oral  contraceptives 
is  included  in  this  review  and  will  Ise 
assessed  by  physicians,  patients,  and  ex¬ 
perts  in  communications  in  an  effort  to 
test  the  adequacy  of  the  information. 
Any  d^iciencies  identified  in  the  patiait 
insert  for  these  drugs  will  be  remedied 
when  the  review  is  completed.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  issues  raised  in  the  comments  and 
the  Commissioner’s  conclusions  are  as 
follows: 

1.  One  comment  <H>posed  the  proposal 
because  no  connection  between  an  in¬ 
crease  in  venmeal  disease  and  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  the  proposed  warning  statement 
has  been  established. 

The  Ctommissioner  agrees  that  there  is 
no  factual  evidence  that  an  increase  in 
venereal  disease  is  related  to  the  absence 
of  a  statement  in  the  labeling  warning 
patients  that  oral  contraceptives  are  of 
no  value  in  the  prevention  or  treatment 
of  this  disease.  The  justification  for  this 
warning  does  not  rely  on  an  increase  in 
venereal  disease.  The  request  for  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  this  warning,  as  discussed  in 
the  proposal,  asserted  that  lay  persons 
are  uniformed  on  this  subject  and  may 
be  misled  into  believing  that  oral  con¬ 
traceptives  prevent  venereal  disease.  Ed¬ 
ucation  of  the  public  might  therefore 
reduce  the  Incidence  of  this  disease.  The 
CJommIssloner  concludes  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  require  that  such  a 
warning  statement  be  Included  in  the 
mandatory  patient  labeling  and  patient 
brochure  for  oral  contraceptives.  As 
noted  in  the  preamble  to  ttie  proposal, 
this  requirement  has  the  support  of  the 
C)enter  for  Disease  Control,  Atlanta,  QA, 
and  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration’s 
Obstetrics  and  Gynecology  Advisory 
Committee. 

2.  Two  comments  favored  the  proposal 
but  suggested  adding  a  more  positive 
statement  relating  to  the  physiological 
effect  of  these  drugs,  which  may  make 
the  genital  tract  more  susceptible  to  in¬ 
fection.  One  of  these  comments  suggested 
including  recommendations  that,  while 
using  oral  contraceptives,  the  patient  be 
provided  an  active  program  for  preven¬ 
tion  of  venereal  disease. 

The  Commissioner  is  aware  that  an 
association  between  femtdes  taking  oral 
contraceptives  and  an  increase  in  ve¬ 
nereal  disease  has  been  reported  in  medi¬ 
cal  literature.  Reports  suggest  that  these 
drugs  produce  a  physiological  change  in 
the  genital  tract,  thus  making  tl^  f«nale 
more  susceptible  to  venereal  disease.  He 
concludes,  however,  that  there  is  insuf¬ 
ficient  evidence  of  this  association  to 
justify  including  such  information  in  the 
ltd>eling.  Many  other  facUra  may  <xm- 
tribute  to  an  increase  in  venereal  dis¬ 
ease.  The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
will  continue  to  monitor  adverse  reaction 
information  reedved  and  the  puUished 
literature  regarding  the  effect  noted  by 
the  comment.  If  such  an  effect  appears 
reasonably  associated  with  the  use  of 
orsd  contraceptives,  the  Commissioner 
will  then  consider  adding  such  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  oral  contraceptive  labeling. 


FEOEtAL 'tEGISTEK,  VOL  40,  NO.  203 — MONDAY,  OCTOBER  10,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


48919 


The  Commissioner  believes  that  pro¬ 
grams  for  preventing  venereal  disease 
can  be  more  appropriately  dealt  with  by 
the  physician,  other  health  care  experts, 
and  social  scientists.  Such  programs  are 
not  within  the  scope  of  this  proposal. 

3.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
proposed  warning  statement  appear  in 
the  Spanish  language  as  well  as  the 
English  language  since  Spanish  is  often 
the  commonly  used  language  in  some 
U.S.  population  sectors. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  there 
is  no  prohibition  against  printing  the  en¬ 
tire  patient  package  information  leaflet 
in  both  the  English  and  Spanish  lan¬ 
guages  and  that  such  printing  should  be 
encouraged  for  Spanish  speaking  com¬ 
munities.  (See  21  CFR  201.15(c).)  How¬ 
ever,  printing  the  warning  statement  re- 
gar^ng  venereal  disease  in  both  Spanish 
and  English  on  all  English  language  ver¬ 
sions  would  place  imdue  emphasis  on  this 
statement  over  all  other  information  in 
the  leaflet  and  therefore  will  not  be 
permitted. 

4.  One  comment  recommended  adding 
a  statement  Informing  patients  that  they 
can  contact  their  physician  or 
pharmacist  for  addition^  information 
regarding  the  use  of  oral  contraceptives 
and  venereal  disease. 

The  Commissioner  recognizes  that,  al¬ 
though  physicians  and  pharmacists  are 
reliable  sources  for  helpful  information 
regarding  venereal  disease  and  the  use  of 
oral  contrac^tives,  they  are  not  the  sole 
somces.  Other  health  professionals  such 
as  nurses,  physicians’  assistants,  medical 
societies,  government  agencies,  and  con¬ 
sumer  educational  groups  are  also  en¬ 
gaged  in  educating  the  public  about  ve¬ 
nereal  disease.  Tlie  Commissioner  is  of 
the  opinion  that  most  people  are  aware 
of  these  sources  of  Information  on  oral 
contraceptives  and  venereal  disease  from 
publicity  in  the  press,  television,  and 
other  media.  He  does  not  believe  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  such  information  to  the  patient 
labeling  is  necessary  at  this  time. 

5.  One  comment  su^ested  that  ihe 
caution  stat«nent  regarding  venereal 
disease  and  the  use  of  oral  contraceptives 
be  in  boldface  type. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (5)  (1)  and  (11)  of  S  310.501  re¬ 
quires  that  the  text  of  all  information  in 
paragraph  (a)  (4)  of  that  section,  which 
is  the  patient  package  information,  be  in 
boldface  type.  The  statement  “Caution: 
Oral  contraceptives  are  of  no  value  In 
the  prevention  or  treatment  of  venereal 
diseases”  required  in  the  patient  pack¬ 
age  information  by  this  regulation  will 
therefore  be  in  boldface  type,  as  the  com¬ 
ment  suggested.  For  the  reasons  dis¬ 
cussed  in  paragraph  3  above,  no  other 
•  special  attention  should  be  called  to  this 
statement. 

6.  One  comment  suggested  placing  the 
caution  statement  on  the  label  the  dis¬ 
pensed  oral  contraceptive  pack  where  It 
would  be  more  easily  seen  since  many 
patients  rarely  read  the  accompanying 
literature  after  the  first  month  of  use. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  the 
printed  information  Included  In  or  with 


the  oral  contraceptive  package  dispensed 
to  the  patient  contains  the  necessary  in¬ 
formation  to  alert  the  patient  to  the 
nature  of  oral  contraceptives,  to  the  po¬ 
tential  hazards  of  taking  these  drugs, 
and  to  the  fact  that  continued  medical 
supervision  is  needed  for  their  safe  and 
effective  use.  A  caution  statement  re¬ 
garding  venereal  disease,  as  required  by 
this  regulation,  is  appropriate  as  part  of 
this  printed  information.  Including  such 
a  statement  on  the  label  of  the  dispensed 
oral  contraceptive  container  rather  than 
as  part  of  the  printed  patient  information 
leaflet  may  erroneously  imply  that  this 
caution  is  of  greater  importance  than  all 
other  information  contained  in  the 
patient  leaflet.  The  Commissioner  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  widespread  dissemination 
of  patient  information  to  the  many  users 
of  oral  contraceptives  will  most  likely 
bring  such  a  caution  statement  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  all  who  need  to  have  this  in¬ 
formation. 

7.  One  comment  suggested  changing 
the  caution  statement  to  read  ‘‘Caution: 
Not  for  the  Prevention  or  Treatment  of 
Venereal  Disease.” 

The  Commissioner  believes  that  the 
suggested  change  does  not  properly  em¬ 
phasize  that  oral  contraceptives  are  of 
no  value  in  the  treatment  or  prevention 
of  venereal  disease.  The  recommended 
wording  change  erroneously  suggests 
that  although  oral  contraceptives  are  not 
Intended  for  the  treatment  or  prevention 
of  venereal  disease,  they  may  neverthe¬ 
less  be  of  value  in  such  treatment  or 
prevention. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that  the 
statement  as  proposed  more  accurately 
Informs  the  patient. 

'Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  502  (a) 
and  (f).  505,  701(a).  52  Stat.  1050-1053 
as  amended,  1055  (21  UH.C.  352  (a)  and 
(f),  355,  371(a))  and  imder  authority 
delegated  to  the  (Tcunmissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120) ,  Part  310  is  amended  in  S  310.501 
by  revising  the  “Patient  Package  In¬ 
formation”  in  paragraph  (a)  (4)  and  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (a)  (6)  (xiii) .  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  310.501  Preparations  for  cimtracep- 
tion;  labeling  directed  to  the  patient. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(4)  •  •  • 

(Patient  Package  Information) 

Oral  Contraceptives 
(Birth  Cmitrol  Pills) 

Do  Not  Take  This  Drug  Without  Your 
Doctor’s  Continued  Supervision 

The  oral  contraceptives  are  powerful 
and  effective  drugs  which  can  cause  side 
effects  in  smne  users  and  should  not  be 
used  at  all  b^  stxne  women.  The  most 
serious  known  side  effect  is  abnormal 
blood  clotting  which  can  be  fatal. 

Safe  use  of  this  drug  requires  a  careful 
discussion  with  your  doctor.  To  assist 
him  In  providing  you  with  the  necessary 

Information, - has  prepared  a 

(Finn  name) 


booklet  (mr  other  f<Hrm)  written  in  a 
style  imderstandable  to  you  as  the  drug 
user.  This  provides  Information  on  the 
effectiveness  and  known  hazards  of  the 
drug  including  warnings,  side  effects  and 
who  should  not  use  it.  Your  doctor  will 
give  you  this  booklet  (or  other  form)  if 
you  ask  for  it  and  he  can  answer  any 
questions  you  may  have  about  the  use 
of  this  drug. 

Notify  your  doctor  if  you  notice  any 
imusual  physical  disturbance  or  dis¬ 
comfort. 

Caution:  Oral  contraceptives  are  of  no 
value  in  the  preventiem  or  treatment  of 
venereal  disease. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(6)  •  •  *  (xiii)  A  statement  warning 
the  patient  that  oral  contraceptives  are 
of  no  value  in  the  prevention  or  treat¬ 
ment  of  venereal  disease. 

«  •  *  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  regulatl(xi  shall 
be  effective  on  January  19, 1975. 

(Secs.  602(a)  and  (f),  505,  701(a).  62  Stat. 
1050-1063  as  amended,  1065  (21  UJ3.C.  352(a) 
and  (f),  356,  371(a)).) 

Dated:  October  10,  1975. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance, 

[FR  Doc.76-280d9  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  75N-0241] 

PART  369^INTERPRETATIVE  STATE- 
MENTS  RE  WARNINGS  ON  DRUGS  AND 
DEVICES  FOR  OVER-THE-COUNTER 
SALE 

.  Insulin  Syringes;  Warning  and  Caution 
Statement 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-26603  appearing  on  page 
46100  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  October  6, 
1975,  make  the  following  <diange8: 

1.  On  page  46100,  in  the  second  col¬ 
umn.  flrst  and  second  lines,  the  date 
“January  5.  1975”  should  read  “January 
5,  1976”. 

2.  On  page  46101,  in  the  flrst  column, 
third  pcuiagraph,  the  date,  “January  5. 
1975”  should  read  “January  5,  1976”. 

Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

SUBTITLE  A— OFHCE  OF  THE  SECRE¬ 
TARY.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

[Docket  No.  R-75-352] 

PART  25--MORTGAGEE  REVIEW  BOARD 
Subpart  A — Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Mortgagee  Review 
Board 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-24840,  appearing  at  page 
43026  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1975,  in  §  25.5(c) ,  the  word  “per¬ 
son”  in  the  second  line  should  read 
“purpose”. 
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Title  27 — Alcohol,  Tobacco  Products  and 
Firearms 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TO¬ 
BACCO  AND  RREARMS,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  M— ALCOHOU  TOBACCO  AND 
OTHER  EXCISE  TAXES 

|TX).  ATP-19:  Ref.  No.  279] 

PART  245— BEER 

Tax  Offset  Limitation  for  Beer  Returned  to 
Brewery  • 

Correction 


§  1—16.701  Forms  prescribed. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  General  Provisions  (Arc/iitect- 
Engineer  Contract)'  {Standard  Form 
253,  April  1975  edition).  Pending  the 
publication  of  a  new  edition  of  the  form, 
the  Listing  of  Employment  Openings 
clause  set  forth  in  §  1-12.1102-2,  the  Em¬ 
ployment  of  the  Handicapped  clause  set 
forth  in  §  1-12.1304-1,  and  the  Clean  Air 
and  Water  clause  set  forth  in  §  1-1.- 


2302-2  shall  be  added  as  additional  arti¬ 
cles  of  the  General  Provisions. 

•  •  #  •  • 

Subpart  1-16.9 — Hhistrations  of  Forms 
2.  Section  1-16.901-253  is  revised  to 
Illustrate  the  revised  edition  of  Stand¬ 
ard  Form  253. 

§  1—16.901—253  Standard  Form  253, 
General  Provisions  (Architect-Engi¬ 
neer  Contract). 

(a)  Page  1  of  Standard  Form  253, 


In  FR  Doc.  75-27243  aiH>earing  on  page 
47490  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  October  9. 
1975,  the  heading  below  the  CPR  part 
heading  for  Part  254  should  read  as  set 
forth  above. 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  PROCUREMENT 
REGULATIONS 

[FPR  Aindt.  169] 

PART  1-16— PROCUREMENT  FORMS 
New  Edition  of  a  Standard  Form 

This  amendment  of  the  Federal  Pro¬ 
curement  Regulations  prescribes  the 
use  of  the  April  1975  edition  of  Standard 
Form  253,  General  Provisions  (Architect- 
Engineer  CJontract) . 

The  new  edition  of  the  standard  form 
includes  new  and  revised  contract  pro¬ 
visions.  The  new  and  revised  provisions 
involve  the  following  clauses :  Assignment 
of  Claims,  Examination  of  Records  by 
Ckanptroller  Gmeral,  Contract  Work 
Hours  and  Safety  Standards  Act — Over¬ 
time  Compensatirm,  (Tcmvict  Labor.  E<iual 
Opportimity,  Pricing  of  Adjustments, 
Payment  of  Interest  on  Architect-Engi¬ 
neer’s  Claims,  Utilization  of  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  C?oncems,  Utilization  of  Minority 
Business  Enterprises,  and  Suspension  of 
Work. 

Clauses  for  the  Employment  of  the 
Handicapped  and  Listing  of  Employment 
Openings  were  not  included  because  re¬ 
visions  of  the  clause  currently  are  imder 
consideration  by  the  Department  of 
Labor. 

In  order  not  to  further  delay  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  new  edition  of  the  form,  the 
recently  issued  Clean  ^ir  and  Water 
clause  was  not  physically  incorporated 
in  the  new  edition  but  was  prescribed  for 
use  with  the  new  form  by  {  1-16.701  (b). 

Subpart  1-16.7 — Forms  for  Negotiated 
Architect-Engincier  (^tracts 

1.  Section  1-16.701  (b)  is  revised,  as 
follows; 


GENERAL  PROVISIONS 
(Architect-Engine*!’  Contract) 


I.  DEHNITiONS 

W  n«  tm  iMd  •!  (w  xwc,"  «  "Saactar  n  ia»i  keen  mm  tke 
ScdOim,  ■  tuf  UOm  M  •<  IK  twoitwc  M  nMiiy  Otirtnnt  •  Olif  fOml 
ittncy. tke  tmo  tiis  Mr  wlkorirnl  repfcsentriinc''  wm  wy  k<sm  «r  •ersws. 
gr  kMfd  Mtai  Ikai  tke  CMbictmi  OOev)  wtlwiR!  e  let  fir  tkc  kti!  gl  Ike  ifner 
atkiSemUry. 

(M  The  tem  ~Ccitnctiii|  Ottcei'*  is  bn!  kreh  mei«  tke  yersM  eiicAi<(  tkii 
cwkact  M  kekitf  if  tke  Gewrmeiit  lU  mclukej  i  ttety  oioiitei  stmesa  M 
MtkKue!  te|rese<M«e. 

3.  RESrONSIBIUTY  OF  THE  ARCHITECT-ENGtNEER 

<•)  Tke  ilickitict  tDiiwef  skill  le  tesgoisUe  ia  Ike  Mnsiaut  euRy, 
tsckacil  Ktaicy  mi  Ike  teerdikeliai  el  ill  fcsilis,  Oamis,  SkecMcJliais,  aM 
ittia  services  luniskee  by  the  Architect'Ei|iea  aria  Ikis  ciekal  Ike  AicWect- 
(■liaea  shall,  wiUml  iBitionl  canieasaiai,  oaiect  a  itiise  »y  envs  a 
eekciaicics  ii  his  eesifiK.  enoinis.  syecilicllieis,  aid  elka  services. 

0)  NcMa  Oe  (iiii[wK's  renew,  wraol  a  axc|(aict  d,  ea  mneal  br, 
aiy  el  Ae  scrvicet  leiiirce  ada  Ms  caitoct  then  be  caaWed  0  efeale  is  i 
Mna  el  mri  ri|Ms  ader  Ms  caCricI  a  d  eiy  case  d  adim  aisiiii  ed  d  ke 
peiamaiB  d  Ms  cidiicl,  ad  fee  MvOct  Ektieta  skdl  ke  ad  eania  taMe 
ti  Ike  taarakid  it  madiKk  we  pplirOle  lew  ta  M  dawHes  ti  Oe  Gawn- 
ned  caned  by  the  Ackilecl-Eii(nea's  ae(li|eiil  parianaKe  d  aqi  d  the  services 
taiiidnd  ada  Ms  eaatncl 

It)  The  nO*  ad  teaedies  d  Oe  Cnaakwl  divided  la  wdet  Ibis  cedrat 
ae  in  adOliei  to  ley  olke  tigMs  aid  remedies  pnvided  ky  lew. 

3.  CHdLNGES 

W  Ike  Cadwtag  OMca  aiy,  d  any  (ae,  by  arMee  ada,  aahe  chaiges  wiOM 
tke  genaal  scage  d  the  coetract  ii  Oe  senices  to  be  gerfaiied.  8  seek  chaeces 
case  aa  iecteasi  a  decrease  ia  Oe  Aickitocl  Eagiaeir's  cost  d,  a  time  repmd  tor, 
gartoaHMid  ay  services  ada  Ms  eedtacl.  akeOa  a  id  ckiKid  by  aiy  ada, 
aa  eeatohle  djjalnad  shdl  ke  Mdi  M  Oe  cidiict  ddll  he  Mdied  to  anMc 
Kcerdtogiy.  My  ctoiffl  d  tke  drckitoct-Eaitoea  hr  ad|astmad  Ida  Ms  ctoHi  aant 
ke  asserted  to  arittog  aiOto  30  dns  In*  (be  ddi  d  nciid  by  Oe  Makct- 
EagtoMT  d  Oe  iMMm  d  ebav  adiss  Oe  Cedraettog  OMca  pads  a  tortka 
petind  d  tone  kdae  tke  dale  d  Inal  gaymad  ada  the  cadacl 
(b)  M  nrvices  ta  akick  ai  adgitianl  cest  a  tie  ad  be  ebaged  by  Oe  M 
Eagnea  sbaH  be  fimidd  aiOed  tbe  gria  wriOM  autbaiatnn  d  Ibe  ~ 

Otkn. 

4.  TERMINATION 

la)  Tbi  Carttacitog  OOcn  my,  by  arittai  adice  to  tke 

tormtodi  Ms  ewtodS  to  akde  a  to  girt  d  ary  Mto,  eiOa  tor 

cawBiieeee  a  kteane  d  the  taitan  d  Oi  AckilKt{ii|iHa  to  fdBI 
dkptiaa  Jgai  neeid  d  naO  Mtict,  tke  taaMct-Eagtoea  Ml:  (I)  hmidtobely 
OscadiMi  al  Mivicas  dbcld  Idess  Oe  idic*  dnctodkadsl).  ad  O  Mtod 
to  Oe  Cediadiig  Ofca  il  Urn,  diaatogi.igiaicilia»,  mats.  eiliadB.  im- 
maiies,  ad  seek  dka  idawaliee  mi  mtoriats  w  my  ka*  keanctaadabd  ky 
tke  fcckitoct'Ei*iaaa  to  gertomMg  Ms  cadnet,  akaOa  cangletd  a  to  gneiss. 

(b)  N  Oe  tarmtodlM  is  tor  tke  caMaiicnce  d  the  ' 
immd  to  Oradtad  giice  shd  be  adi,  Id  «  mead  shilt  be  dead  tor  akei' 
|ilil  pnilw  ■ivfvwi 

.  (c)  8  tbe  taatodiai  is  dee  to  Oe  bitare  d  the  Arcbitoct  Eigtoia  to  hAn  his 
cadract  aMigattoas,  in  Covenwed  my  take  nvv  toe  aak  ad  gmicdi  Resam 
to  caagletiM  by  oedtaS  a  eOeraise.  to  aick  case,  Oe  todalictBttoad  abdl  be 
kdle  to  Oe  Gevamid  tor  aiy  iddHiad  cast  ictasnad  to  Oe  GantaRid  Oenby. 

M  8,  dtot  idice  d  htmdtoe  tar  toitan  to  talM  ctttact  abiiNiiitt.  H  is 
detomtod  IM  Oe  HfcMtoct-Engtoea  bd  ad  «  klad,  IM  tomhlMi  M  be 
deemd  to  bm  baas  ettoctod  hr  Oe  caaveiiam  d  Oe  CMtoneed.  to  seek  end, 
adiKtmd  to  tke  cadnet  grtoe  Ml  be  aide  ki  gmMd  to  genrdk  M  II  Ms 
CtiKC. 

(i)  Ba  itotds  ad  nmdtos  it  Oe  Ciiinant  ooiidd  to  Ms  ctogse  innid- 
ddm  to  M|  dbd  riflds  Id  lemdtos  gtividd  toi  toa  «  ada  Ms  egekset 

5.  DISPUTES 

W  CaagtMsM«itcgitviddbMscadncLidy<sgdietacintogt«adtoa 
d  toct  a«do  dda  Oil  cidact  abM  II  Id  dtagiHd  II  by  sTMtoad  ibd  It 


dacided  by  Oe  Cekbictat  Mica,  abe  sbdl  ladKi  bis  decisna  to  triltog  ml  anil 
a  ilkeraisc  tonisk  i  cigy  tk—T  to  Ok  dakitoeHHi—.  tke  dailtok  d  tke  Cee- 
Incting  Otkea  stmt  ke  M  ad  caakaive  adess,  aiOto  X  days  kea  Oe  drle  d 
racaid  d  mk  eigy,  Oe  krddlKtTaitom  aads  a  eOaaai  toadne  to  Oi  Caa- 
tradtog  OOca  a  aaM  aggid  edOewd  to  Oe  kid  d  Oe  epMy  towhet  Oe 
decisiee  d  Oe  ked  d  Oe  agany  a  kis  ddy  adkeriad  regnsaddintaOidda- 
nintiai  d  nek  ngads  skdl  ke  Md  ad  caKtoiii*.  Ikii  grarigtoi  eked  ed  ke 
gtoadd  to  ay  ad  tondvtot  •  tMiai  d  tod  atotoi  ada  Oto  eaMnl  M  idMi 
jdicial  review  d  iq  sMk  ddisia  to  cases  akin  tod  tol  saO  eOciil  a  tos  edd- 
seatotive  a  kad  is  diegd;  Ftidiid.  Ilamair,  OM  ay  ark  dictotoi  ddl  ke 
Md  Id  eadnia  adess  Oe  saa  to  hadkied  •  cMctoa  ar  Mkay  «  a 
irasily  emaMs  a  aecessarily  to  tody  kd  biO  a  is  id  nggatdkg  aMadiii 
evidatot  ta  camctiwi  adk  ay  aggeal  ancetdieg  ada  Ms  ctoase,  Oi  drCkMct- 
{■laar  skill  It  alsdd  a  gggitiaily  to  kg  kM  ad  toiRa  eddam  to  Hggat 
d  kis  gggal.  Fadtog  M  datotoa  d  s  dtogde  kaaada,  Ot  Itackibal-Ciitortr 
skill  gnad  diiigally  adk  Oe  gertoraace  d  Oe  caOad  ad  to  accgrdaan  adk 
Oe  CmdiackniOKcers  dKotoa. 

Oi  Tkis  09101  ctaise  das  at  gnetadi  ntsdodia  d  tadtoa  d  tow  to 
Madcka  aiO  dgctoiiK  gravidd  tor  to  gaagragk  Id  dan.  ItoOtoi  to  Ms  cidnct. 
tnaeva,  shsll  be  castnad  a  aikng  Inil  tke  decisia  d  iq  admtoistrdin  iRciat, 
regrtMdivc,  a  boitd  a  a  gnestia  d  lea. 

6.  ASSIGNMENT  OF  CLAIMS 

(a)  hniat  to  Oe  gnviiiia  d  Oe  kesigaiidd  Claim  Add  )d4a,amadd 
(31  U.S.C.  203.  41  8.S.C.  IS),  8  this  cednet  grevdes  tot  giynats  i||ic|ilnt 
il,0N  a  aae,  chton  tor  aaays  da  a  to  kicim  dae  the  tockitoci  Cqiaga  km 
Oe  Gkvamad  ada  Ms  gabaci  aq  ki  »s«ad  to  a  kak,  kat  aagaq.  a  dka 
Mad  hadtog  agacy.  ad  my  Oaaltor  le 
sak  tostddia.  kq  seek  wsigmed  a 
iqikle  ada  Ms  cadnet  id  id  daq 
I  aa  gaty  laqt  M  iq  ink  gaigaaM 
at)  K  igat  a  tosla  tor  ton  a  am  girties 
t  dkgrwia  gvwNdid  to  tkis  a^kict.  gq^aids 
me  da  ada  Oil  eabset  rkdl  aL  ti  Ok 
.kekdgaltondkcliaasddtflklgn- 
SiyiMscadnctisinidetotimdwaaailionlawr- 
I  ket;  ad  )s  wiO  Oe  Mgataad  d  Oetoaa,  Oe  SaM  Serv- 
Oe  Earn  891011  ad  Biiitogaod  kdatotobdia,  tke 
ad  Sgace  kdmtoiskitia.  Oe  Eadail  hm6m  kdaidskdia. 
r  degatmd  a  ggoicy  M  Ok  Dated  Sides  destgatod  ky  Oe  toesiOM 
Oan  4  d  Oe  gavise  d  saka  1  d  Oe  kssigaiat  4  Claim  Jci  d 
y  Oe  kd  d  Oq  U.  ISSl.  «S  Std.  41.) 

0)  to  a  end  daR  cqics  d  Ms  cadract  a  d  eq  gtoas.  igecilicdied.  a 
dka  aaka  dacaaads  ntolng  to  oak  ada  Oil  cadract  8  aaM  Tq  Seerd,* 

-Secfd,"  a  taddidiit.*  kekmidd  to  ag  asMt  d  ay  ctoia  atotog  aOr 
Ois  aitHct  a  to  aiy  dka  gala  id  aditld  to  ncetoi  Oe  saw.  Meant,  a  cay 

daygattaalldOiscabnclsiBakdmyketornskid.aaqk8emdnica- 
baad  Mmto  aq  he  dtoctoad,  to  ask  asigm  qa  Oe  gttot  aittcii  aAairdia 
if  in  CdtactMi  Olbif. 


*»!****.*  7.  OOVEONMENT  RIGHTS  (UNUMITEO) 

Tke  Cevenwat  skaK  kne  attoatod  riM-  la  the  beall  d  Oe  Geveni^.  n 

dl  dnaiqs.  dniga.  sdcitoalias.  atos  ad  dka  aak  dmkgd  to  tke  gatoiaact 
It  Id  nMct  Mkdtog  Oi  Mt  to  ai  sad  a  ag  aOa  taamad  oak  oMad 
IdditiM  cest  to  Oe  Civenaid.  ad  akk  mgact  tkaeto  Oe  kakMctiqnaa 

qncs  to  ad  dm  kinky  rat  to  toe  Gnctaad  I  nydty  Ine  icaai  to  dl  ack  Ml 
akick  Midi  eaa  q  cqytM  ad  to  dl  daim  «  to  MMi  ke  aq  ami  ay 
ll|k>srdddltokiqOaaadaOidiligggdidacqywgkUaB.tkedwkMcl- 
Eqiaa  hr  I  land  d  Om  0)  yars  dtor  ceagtotia  d  the  gniict  qraes  to 
fatoik  m  to  gnvdi  Mass  to  tM  aigndi  a  tqtos  d  dl  at*  mkrids  a  Oe 
ngmt  d  Oe  Oalraitog  aha; 

t.  EXAMMAIWN  OF  RECORDS  OY  COMFTROUER 
OBRWAl 

H  Vs  daa  il  qghtbto  8  Ot  aaad  d  Ms  cadnet  aoedi  tIBjM  m 
Mi  aMnd  HO  q  togas  d  agdigaRt  iicbdag  ladt  ktotoiss  ndridkd  kd- 
tamwvdMnnlSa 


M.  km.  kq.  IMktoMaia 
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(b)  Page  2  of  Standard  Fonn  253. 

firtittit  W  b  Ml  ittSeaie  a  eortrxt  iiti  Nt 

ti<W<>li*»waiiri»»<>jriiirt<i»essto».rta»tt«>iati»il3»WB*»r 
W  ih  c«*net «  ■*  te«  liw 

IN  kmt  UrMm  Ncwwt  nmMioi  m  U  fttoil  ftocwwt  ^ 

P»t  1-20.  «  >"*  »o*ss  tl  «<  »•  ficK  N  •««•»  ■»  inOl 

UrtM  Nib.  Nc—m.  mm.  mt  'nca*  IN  Afchit.«-£n,in.«  ta- 
volvi<«  traiwKtisna  ralaMd  to  thi*  contract. 

Ic)  At  teiiNc«NiM«f  *»«» •*"« ••  » «l  ki» 

■*  »  »™«Ni  N  IN  i«ecl  W  0»  siiaolwNr  irtK  »«t  *• 

6«rart  il  «•  UiilN  Sttte  »«»  il  K*  *•»«*««»< 

IN  iNiralM  li  3  im  W  mncM  wto  IN  sNCNirKt  w  t«k 

tiw  SNCiW  i*  alto  *»N*«  ■  *1  Ike  Arab  Sente 
IN  FeNm  INcwwiiN  NtMen  hrt  1-20,  K  Npnpri*.  knt  access  It  mi 

«■  ti|kt  N  enaaee  «|  CrcUj  pailiteit  boeb,  Ncetaeals,  pepcR,  «<  Marts  rf 

sack  sektaNiaclof.  NraKriei  Oatsadiees  retaW  to  IN  saliceetiact  IN  tom  “sN- 
cetbacr  K  Bet  it  tkis  ctotse  eadsNs  n)  NrckaceeiNR  Mcaceedtoi  310,000 
ato(2)tNesatncN.«i>cktatiNiistwaaWcalilil)rtanicesNialMCStN- 

NMtoraeiltmaaalicatolititolNtitefalpaMic  _ _ _ 

(4  IN  NriaOsal  access  aeOtsMiaalietaescrM  it  MaNtc),  Non,  tor  neam 
t*iek  i*to  to  0)  iNieie  ai*r  to  Tlisaeles"  ctoe*  el  Ith  CNtartjBK^ 

«  tot  Ntoeeml  to  dato«  artsiai  ato  al  IN  Nrtemtece  II  tob  cetera 
catit  aN  esaetses  to  tois  caakad  as  to  Nick  McatoNi  Ns  Nm  toNa  N  tot  Ca^ 

MN  GmoI  ar  aa*  to  kia  4toy  atokarM  laamaataHNS,  INI  catotoN  ■« 
aiN  aaiaals,  WiaNa.  dtoato,  aiMatoioN  Nn  iNa  CsniN  to. 

9.  COVCNANT  AGAINST  CONTMGtNT  FEES 

TN  Aitotoacinihad  mnaato  INI  N  persaejic  aaltoto  liNCi  Nt  N*  i«a^ 

aiitoaiaNtoatoiciHrstctottoitcatondNNwartemaloriitotiatoeitor  - _ 

tiaaaaiiilN.atiiitoNe.toaki|i  aicatoiNmittoaacatoiiiktoaNaiato^ 
as  NN  Ha  aslakfiskN  ctatNcial  ii  sellietjltoaclN.toaei^ki.toi  AckNct-  » 

£NNNrN»aaatoiNtoNci*|ktiitess.Fark»tckirmltoNitoto«mBato|  to>  JK*C%W!PLT’* 

•aOtNnaittokNIktNtotiWitoaaNNscatonditoNtoltiabviaito 

toacwNa  to  NNd  into  tot  catomt  arica  arjaiiilirikit.  at  atowNt  mtmm,  afa»i\Ng^yW»INe<atoNai 
>ilalaawatotot»*i!fNntot.aeNaeta|e,toakwie.iicatoiimtolta.  ^  ^ 

ia  OFFICtALS  NOTTO  MENEFIT  cto^  Wi 

to  ttot  s^  Eaeal  oaaailaaitr  chase,  aN  skafl  a* 

‘*“*'****”^**^‘*^/^cv/A  V*v!^  ahcesawilatletoieialo>eesaNaaalicatoslei 
IMwasitaamtaaiN.  (4  IN  Afckitod  Eefiaetr «« caaialy  «l 

n.  CONTEAa  WOtK  HOUtS  AND  S^)MtANO-  llJ«to,$W24.19^.;««"?y_^ 
AEDSAa-OVEETIMECOMFENSATtSN-'  ‘  N-A.. 

Tkiscealtad.tototetoial*toiliatoaek«adersaeciliadia*eCaeltad»((rt  fuecaliN  Ortat  h.  1124$  to  Seatoatoer  21 

Man  aN  Stoel;  Stoadatos  Id  W  OlC  327-333),  is  sakjed  to  toe  tonomf  ||,.ii37Sai0ctoNrl3.19S7,iNk|INrale 

anmiaas  aN  to  tol  atoat  aatotoetol  aNtisioas  aN  iKtaliees  to  sack  Act  IN  IN  el  laker,  araarsHattNnlt,«to«ilacnaili 

tatoMhMtiiNSecnlanrtolJktrlkercaader.  .  N  toe  cetonctiac  apacy  ari  toe  Sacnlai 

W  OmtoN  iNiiamato.  N  kickitod  Eetheer  er  sabcaatractar  caatractiai  let  tiKctotaiacea*liaaca«ilksicknlts.ratali 
to^airttotoaeaalradmtoallNtoaaieaNaitiaNlvalNe^^  0) N  »,  ewal  to  toe  fcckiliclEa^ 

wmtmkt,  mrntm.  eN  tmrtt  M  mm  m  ,1  tlN  caairad  er  talk  hOf  to 

hlenr,  ■eckatoc,  aaamfica,  taittt,  aalctMa,  or  laarl  ■  aaj  ]*  etokto  tcBracI  !■»  N  caacile4,  taaaailcd.  ar 

N  It  malNi$Ne|it*'^toe«*ia  taiy  toJ  NwjaaN  j^^  Arckiled-Eaiiaeer  mr,  N  dtchiaa  lael« 

«>att.mlsNm.ar|iatoiacaiNscaamasitiNtoaiatoitohsstoaae^ 

«NN4INNkitNtiCBtotoaNtoraMsackkttBmtliNlaMcesstottetnd  )^^s3wa«2?^as»aeadelk 

■aietliadaraNerlttacettto40Nwiasaektaitl»eik.tikicNNiatoe|retoir  j*;,  ^iJ^repUtioa.  ar  ert*  to 

■aNdtowediaiekaarL  miiMNtoa. 

NtoatolieaiSNiltoNaNaMmiesjSatodaleddaai^hfcevitoa^ 
toetolhatotoeamleNtototinimk«.toa«idatodtieaairaNaa»tNca^  «JN  NW^Eapaat^i^  e 
*aeNNtoiaatolato«larsNINNkletoaaftlieltoea*le»Nlirtoiia|j<  la  emy  gtomted  ar  a^ 

■apt  It  atMaa.  sack  MaitcEEtiitttr  aN  sakcetoi^  sktl  N  Nktototot 


Wiwli  N  letomiail  to  N  aectssan  to  safeti  aey  jakiWiet  to  sack  M9m9 

Evheir  ar  satcaatiactiir  lac  amto  aaps  ato  koMalN  dmaps  as  amiiM  ■  tol 

’"wSakeaSiS’^Aickikcl  Ea^  skal  ksert  atnptoka  M  M 

to  kit  chtN  ato  tot  awNN  it  toi  aakcatiracto,  aN  sM  lapN  toll  toMN  to 

sibcoRbictt  of  My  te. 

(4  Rtcetos.  At  AfcMed  Etiiater  Nil  aNatoh  atynl  lacatoi  catoMc 
Ik  Nanaalioa  saedON  it »  CER  SlEiM.  Sack  lacer^  M  N  anianN  III 
3  yean  twa  toe  caKatotha  to  toi  caalrad. 

coNvia  lAtoe 

kiCMaacliN»!totoeaai1enaaacetotoNkMliraatcatoiacl.toiMllaci- 

Eetiamapeeseeltoeatoeye»»>emaeiNr|iit|sia4wcetoNartsee«^«!«Nt 

K  arawM  ky  PaWc  la«  00-17$.  Saatoate  10, 19S$  at  ILSX.  4at2M(Z))  ■< 
EaactoiN  ON*  n7!i5,  DecatoNr  23,  lOa 

13.  EQUAl  OFFOETUNnY  OAUSE 

(Ok  hliKiai  etoNt  k  wlleikto  **11  tob  eitowl  to  tBN*  1^ 

laplaliais,  ato  lalaMto  atoas  to  tot  Sacitoary  to  UNr  N 1  Qt,  lA  $03 
DalN  IN  aulanmn  to  tob  eaaltacl.  tot  ARkOiclOibea  ainis  « 

W  At  krckitod-Eaiiita  aG  aaHkiNbtoi  iptotojtof  eatlya  «  toOKeto 

tor  eaabymto  keeaiN  to  ace.  cel*.  itoUhto  tai,  a  tNaito  alito^Ntol^ 
ENNaa*  UN  toSnaieN  acfi*  to  iisaa  toto  apleiito  at  aaaiipi  0^ 
e«aliaiB  at  iNtoN  $ak«  aaaiayKaA  Ntoeto  apN  to  to^  ^  aWN. 
ses.attttttotriila.NcktclbliNlitcktot.NtttoNlaaNto.^blNaati 


atatod  toe  iaiaists  to  toe  UiM  Stales. 
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(c)  Page  3  of  Standard  Form  253. 

14.  PRICING  OF  AOJUSTMBITS 

Whe*  Msts  M  •  farter  ii  Mr  4ttetwi«ittM  M  I  CMbirt  friM  i#BlM«l 
pwsuet  te  tke  cUmi  er  my  ytm  mrnsm  $1  tkit  cairart,  Mcl  CM(t 

jlall  ke  ii  accertMM  «ilk  tti  cailract  cot  prinflit  art  jricMn  it  Pat  1-lS 
if  the  FiMnI  Pncuremeit  Refalitiaa  (41  OR  1-15)  m  strtiM  W  e(  Ikt  iliw4 
Sconces  Precwemrt  ReiiMioi  «  MP'CiMe  bM  at  it  diet  M  tte  Miif 
ikiscortracL 

15.  PAYMENT  OF  INTEREST  ON  ARCHITEa- 
ENGINKR'S  CLAIMS 

fa)  H  M  MMil  It  Rd  far  >•  AtcMirt  EifiiMf  ftai  i  Sd  AcisiM  of  fai 
Cortnrtki  Ofca  Ida  Ra  OiMdii  clam  d  lis  caAact  faqraf  •  efam  arisiif 
Mder  tti  CMtnct,  tiapit  Merest  m  Re  mmM  it  tki  cMa  IMr  dfaraM 
Mad  far  IM  Cieenamt  dd  N  Mrdli  to  IN  MMict  bfiMir.  Smh  Waist 
skd  d  d  Ri  Ml  MaBM  far  Rl  SicMarr  d  Ri  Tmiar  pasMd  k  PiMc 
IM  92-41,  tS  Std.  97,  kM  Rl  ddi  Rl  Jltdikct-£i«iNa  kraislM  k  Ri 
Cortnctiii  ORca  Ht  aritiM  miM  Mdr  Rl  OisMks  dam  d  Rk  cedncL 
k  Ri  4di  d  (1)  I  Rd  jdpMd  far  I  Mat  d  Mapikd  jaiiirtiai,  a  (2)  aiiliii 
k  Rl  AicOikrt-IiiiMir  d  i  irmleaiiUI  UMiaid  far  aacdM  liRa  Mdrain 


cations  in  the  40  GHz  to  300  GHz  bands 
for  t^restrial  services, 

1.  In  1971  a  World  Administrative 
Radio  Conference  fen:  Space  Telecom¬ 
munications  (WARC-ST)  was  convened 
in  Geneva,  Switzerland,  bsf  the  Inter¬ 
national  Telecommunication  Union 
(ITU) .  As  a  result  of  that  conference  the 
table  of  frequency  allocations  of  the  ITU 
was  amend^  so  as  to  include  allocations 
in  the  40  GHz  to  275  GHz  band  for  radio 
astronomy  and  various  space  radio  serv¬ 
ices.  Previously,  there  had  been  no  ITU 
allocations  above  40  GHz.  In  its  Report 
and  Order  of  February  14,  1973  (38  FR 
5562,  March  1,  1973;  F(XJ  73-169),  ter¬ 
minating  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
19547,  the  Commission  amended  its  Table 
of  Frequency  Allocations  ({  2.106  of  its 
rules  and  regulations)  to  conform,  as 
nearly  as  vras  practicable,  to  the  ITU 
Regulations  as  revised  by  the  WARC-ST. 
In  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
initiating  that  proceeding  (37  FR  15714, 
August  4,  1972;  FCC  72-629)  the  Com^ 
mission  stated  that  it  intended  to  initiate 
at  some  future  time  a  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  make  allocations  for  terres- 
tried  services  in  the  bands  above  40  GHz. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  adopted  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  opening 
this  proceeding  on  March  13,  1974  (39 
FR  11196,  March  26,  1974;  FCC  74-249). 
The  dates  established  for  the  filing  of 
comments  and  reply  comments  were 
April  29,  1974,  and  May  10,  1974,  re¬ 
spectively. 

2.  Comments  w^e  filed  by  American 
Satellite  Corporation  (ASC),  American 
Telephone  and  T^graidi  Company 
(AT&T) ,  Commimications  Satellite  Cor¬ 
poration  (CcHnsat) ,  and  Comsat  General 
Corporation.  Reply  comments  were  filed 
by  AT&T,  Cknnsat,  CML  Satellite  Corpo¬ 
ration  (CML) ,  and  RCA  Global  Commu¬ 
nications,  Inc.,  (RCA' Globcom) .  AT&T 
favored  adc^tion  ot  the  proposed  am^d- 
ments  to  the  Table  of  Frequency  Alloca¬ 
tions,  while  the  other  parties  filing 
oppo^  them.  The  opposing  comments 
allege  three  main  deficiencies  in  the 
Commission  pixHiosals:  (1)  the  lack  of  a 
showing  of  any  rationale  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  allocations,  (2)  the  inconsistency 
of  the  i»oposed  allocations  wiith  the  TTU 
Regulations,  and  (3)  the  prematureness 
of  any  general  terrestrial  allocations 
above  40  GHz  at  this  time. 

in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107.  A.  Thk  Rationale  of  the  Allocation 

3.  Comsat  and  RCA  Globcom  both 
commented  that  they  could  find  nothing 
in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
that  explained  how  thenroposed  alloca¬ 
tions  to  the  variems  terrestrial  services 
were  derived.  Actually,  the  terrestrial  al¬ 
locations  which  were  proposed  and  which 
we  are  now  adopting  conform  very 


tamtiiitm. 

IR.  SUSFENSION  OF  WORK 


(i|  IN  Ifartndlii  lINkir  Mr  irRr  Re  Mitirt  Ettiwer  fa  writlH  (o  suspeM 
iBlTMrM'tllRlMtklirMdi  MriM  if  tMe  is  N  Mr  4ifarmiae  to  bi  kfto- 

Rfak  far  Rl  MMMiMCi  If  Re  CimMit 
(H  If  Rl  MfkniaKl  If  IR  IT  Mr  Mrt  if  tN  mA  fa,  hr  M  mnisomMi  MriW 
■I  Gm,  mmmM  ir  MirM  fa(  M  Ht  if  Re  (fartnctii|  ORmt.Ii  Ri  iRiiiistri- 
Sh  rt  Rk  Mknrt,  ir  faf  Ki  faRn  to  Kt  «iRk  Ri  IMe  sneiM  k  Rk  Mrtrict 
tto  R  N  tkto  k  MirtM.  BiRk  1  itmeikii  tWi),  m  iljistMit  Ml  N  rMi 
hr  Mr  — —  k  ml  if  lerhriBici  if  Rk  {MCh4k|  rMiO  MMiSBlIr 
CMsei  far  Mck  MMSMiblc  MkMMi  IT  lefar,  Ml  Rl  Mlirtrt  woiilkl  k  Britk( 
tCMrSeML  llBMvif,  w  iljustoiMl  Mil  be  mIi  m4b  Rk  rtMM  far  my  ns* 
MbIm  mmM  k  Rl  utMl  (I)  Rk  rerfaruMce  bmU  bm  biM  mmmM  ir 
^aks^Rir  CMSi.  Wliin  Ri  takt  «  ii|ti|MM  If  Rl  Arcbitort- 


MiflwAI  Rk  cpkncL 

>^)1i).iHii\Wir  Rk  dMM  shal  he  kbaei  (1)  far  Mr  HSfa  kMrW  mn  Rm 
bmri  Rl  Ircbitoct'EiRkeir  sbkl  brn  ikHiil  Ri  Ciktictki  ORmt  k 
WHTif  Rl  Kt  k  takn  k  Mt  kNM  Rk  Rk  ti|*HBk  MM  HI 
.0  Rl  ckW  mktki  kik  I  sniMiki  erlW,  ak  0  HkM  Rl  ckki.  k  H  MHMt 
ii  iiswM  ii  II  SMi  ii  pncMcilli  iHv  IvMiiibii  if  Mh 
IHIMNi  V  4tl9fi  M  Mt  lilv  Hm  Ml  if  ImI  pijMiL  Rl  |vt  if  Uf  eWs 
lull  n  In  pnwiiMi  if  Mt  cliMi  Ml  ki  iRlwiI  if  M  imMiI  It  MiMi 
MMoi  Miiii|  Mt  M  CM  wttH  M  htvi  kill  jicyfif  kit  fir  I  Miy  witfcii 
ai  RiriiiHi  If  Rk  ckwi; 


M  Tki  MkMdMMMf  tptn  U  iccMpRkk  M  MriNM 
Ii  nMf  immi  cMcwii  Mt  M  jktlMct*tnMit 
ibMt  Mk  M  McMt  prfMNKI  Ml  CMkKt 

17.  unuzATioN  Of  MNNonrr  susM^ 
mTERPRISK  _ 

W  N  k  Rl  9i(cy  il  Rl  GiwnMwl  Ril  NMfn<MiiM^MM 


Abthuh  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 
(FR  DOC.7&-28009  Filed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 
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terrestrial  services  it  considered  should 
share  various  of  the  bands  it  had  allo¬ 
cated  to  space  services.  For  example,  the 
bands  allocated  to  the  inter-satellite 
service  (54.25-58.2  GHz,  59-64  GHz,  105- 
130  GHz,  170-182  GHz  and  185-190  GHz) 
were  located  close  to  peaks  of  atmos¬ 
pheric  absorption;  therefore,  in  Recom¬ 
mendation  No.  Spa2-3,  the  WARC-ST 
recommended  that  a  future  conference 
should  consider  also  allocating  these 
bands  to  terrestrial  services,  excepting 
aeronautical  mobile  services.  Recommen¬ 
dation  No.  Spa2-4  concerns  the  43-48 
GHz,  66-71  GHz,  95-101  GHz,  142-150 
GHz,  190-200  GHz  and  250-265  GHz 
bands,  which  the  WAR<3-ST  allocated  to 
the  aeronautical  mobile-satellite,  mari¬ 
time  mobile-satellite,  aeronautical  radio- 
navigation-satellite,  and  maritime  radio- 
navigation-satellite  services.  The  WARC- 
ST  recommended  that  a  furture  confer¬ 
ence  consider  the  shared  use  of  these 
bands  by  the  aeronautical  mobile,  mari¬ 
time  mobile,  aeronautical  radlonaviga- 
Uon,  and  maritime  radionavigation  serv¬ 
ices.  With  regard  to  the  41-43  GHz  and 
84-86  GHz  bands  allocated  by  the 
WARC-ST  to  the  broadcasting  satellite 
service.  Recommendations  No.  Spa2-5 
recognizes  "that  it  is  possible,  by  appro¬ 
priate  coordination  for  a  frequency  l^d 
to  be  shared  by  the  broadcasting- 
satellite  service,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
the  fixed  and  mobile  services,  on  the 
other  •  •  •"  (23  UJS.T.  1527,  1843).^ 

4.  The  remsdning  major  category  where 
terrestrial  allocation  have  been  proposed 
consists  of  bands  allocated  by  the 
WARC — ST  to  the  fixed-satellite  service 
(40-41  GHz,  50-51  GHz,  92-95  GHz,  102- 
105  GHz,  140-142  GHz,  150-152  GHz,  220- 
230  GHz,  and  265-275  GHz) .  The  fixed- 
satellite  service  currently  shares  a  niun- 
ber  of  bands  at  lower  frequencies  with  the 
fixed  and  mobile  services  and  it  is  there¬ 
fore  probable  that  such  sharing  will  also 
prove  feasible  at  frequencies  above  40 
GHz. 

5.  The  52-54.25  GHz,  58.2-59  GHz,  64-65 
GHz,  86-92  GHz,  101-102  GHz,  130-140 
GHz,  182-185  GHz,  and  230-240  GHz 
bands  were  allocated  by  the  WARC — ST 
to  radio  astronomy  and  passive  research 
operations.  C<xisequently,  we  did  not  pro¬ 
pose  that  these  bands  be  shared  with 
active  operations.  Also,  since  no  equip¬ 
ment  capable  of  operating  at  frequen¬ 
cies  above  300  GHz  is  expected  to  be 
available  in  the  foreseeable  future, 
neither  the  ITU,  the  OfiDce  of  Telecom¬ 
munications  Policy  (OTP) ,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission,  suggested  any  allocations  there. 
Instead,  we  have  followed  our  usual  prac¬ 
tice  of  allowing  amateur  stations  to 
operate  on  these  unallocated  frequencies. 

6.  Thus,  our  proposed  terrestrial  allo¬ 
cations  do,  we  feel,  confrom  very  closely 
to  the  intent  of  the  allocations  and 
recommendations  made  by  the  1971 
WARC — ST.  It  should  also  be  mentioned 


'  Recommendation  No.  Spa2-S  mentions 
only  the  41-43  band  specifically.  However,  the 
language  logically  implies  that  a  slmUar  situ¬ 
ation  should  tn  all  probability  exist  in  the 
84-36  GHz  band. 


that  the  CTommission  has  worked  very 
closely  with  the  OTP  in  this  area  and 
that  many  terrestrial  allocations  in¬ 
cluded  in  our  prt^xisals  axe  based  upon 
defined  Feder^  Government  require¬ 
ments.  For  example,  some  of  the  bands 
which  are  not  presently  allocated  by  the 
mj,  i.e.,  4a-50  GHz,  71-84  GHz,  152-170 
GHz,  200-220  GHz,  240-250  GHz  and 
bands  above  275  GHz  are  presently  allo¬ 
cated  under  (TIP  regulations  to  services 
such  as  radio-location  for  which  there 
are  specific  U.S.  Government  needs.  The 
remaining  bands  unallocated  by  the  ITU 
have  been  prc^iosed  for  the  general  fixed 
and  mobile  services,  which  are  very 
broad  categories  allowing  maximum 
fiexibUity  in  future  planning  and  de¬ 
velopment. 

7.  In  summary,  our  proposed  allo¬ 
cations  conform  very  closely  to  the 
terrestrial  allocations  above  40  GHz  cur¬ 
rently  tn  effect  for  UJS.  Government  enti¬ 
ties.  It  is  obviously  desirable  when  Gov- 
emm^t  aiid  non-Govemment  services 
are  sharing  a  band  that  the  services  be 
similar.  Of  equal  importance,  the  alloca¬ 
tions  that  were  proposed  are  consistent 
with  the  recommradaticms  made  by  the 
1971  WARC — ST  and  with  our  own  ex¬ 
periences  with  such  sharing. 

B.  Consistency  with  ITU  Regulations 

8.  Comsat  alleged  that  the  allocations 
which  we  proposed  were  not  consistent 
Avlth  the  international  allocations 
adopted  by  the  nu  and  gave  imdue  pref¬ 
erence  to  the  terrestrial  service.  It  states 
that  the  Commission  did  not,  with  regard 
to  a  number  of  bands,  follow  the  inter¬ 
national  allocations  adopted  in  Docket 
No.  19547,  the  proceeding  conducted  to 
modify  the  Commission’s  rules  to  refiect 
the  results  of  the  1971  WARC— ST.  Com¬ 
sat  correctly  states  that  we  did  not  allo¬ 
cate  the  bands  54.25-58.2  GHz,  59-64 
GHz,  105-110  GHz,  117.5-122.5  GHz,  170- 
175  GHz  and  189-190  GHz  to  the  Inter- 
Satellite  Service,  nor  did  we  allocate  the 
bands  92-93  GHz,  102-103  GHz,  140-141 
GHz  and  150-151  GHz  to  the  Fixed- 
Satellite  Service.  Such  allocations  were 
made  by  the  1971  WARC— ST.  but  were 
not  adopted  by  us  for  non-Govemment 
services. 

9.  However,  there  is  good  reason  for 
this.  As'We  stated  in  paragraph  38  of  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  in  Docket 
19547  (37  FR  15714),  a  philosophy  of 
general  sharing  betweoi  Government* 
and  non-Govemment  services  was  fol¬ 
lowed  in  the  allocatkms  then  proposed 
except  in  those  to  the  broadcasting-satel¬ 
lite  service,  vdiere  there  was  no  defined 
Govemmmt  requirement,  and  in  certain 
of  the  fixed-satellite  and  inter-sateliite 
bands,  where  specific  Government  needs 
for  exclusivity  had  been  identified.  The 
bands  mentioned  by  Comsat  fall  into  this 
latter  category.  These  bends  are  allo¬ 
cated  to  space  services  in  close  harmony 
with  the  ITU  allocaticms,  but  are  not 
available  for  non-Govemment  use  in  this 
country.  Consequently,  all  frequencies  al- 
lo<»ted  by  ttie  1971  WARC-ST  to  space 
services  in  Region  H  have  also  been  al¬ 
located  to  space  services  in  the  United 


States,  though  not  all  are  available  to 
non-Govemment  stations,  nierefore. 
Comsat’s  statement  that  these  bands  are 
being  allocated  exclusively  to  fixed  and 
mobile  terrestrial  services  in  the  United 
States  is  incorrect 

10.  Comsat  is  correct  in  stating  that 
fixed  and  mobile  terrestrial  services  will 
have  some  bands  allocated  exclusivdy  to 
them.  These  are  bands  which  were  not 
allocated  to  ^ace  services  by  the  WARC- 
ST  and  were  therefore  not  Included  in 
our  Docket  No.  19547.  Comsat  suggests 
that  some  of  these  bands  should  also  be 
allocated  to  space  sendees.  While  such 
additional  space  allocations  lie  beyond 
the  sc(8?e  of  this  proceeding,  the  matter 
may  be  considered  in  connection  with 
preparations  for  upcoming  1979  WARC. 

11.  Therefore,  the  space  allocations  in 
effect  in  the  United  States  are  in  accord 
with  the  international  allocatkms.  The 
ITU  has,  of  course,  made  no  terrestrial 
allocations  above  40  GHz.  Nevertheless, 
terrestrial  stations  operating  in  those 
bands  will  not  necessarily  be  acting  in 
contravention  of  the  ITU  Regulations. 
ITU  Regulation  No.  RR  115  permits  ad¬ 
ministrations  to  authorize  the  use  of  fre¬ 
quencies  by  stations  differMit  from  those 
specified  in  the  ITU  allocatimi  table  so 
long  as  such  authorizations  are  made 
subject  to  the  express  condition  that 
such  stations  shall  not  cause  harmful 
interference  to  stations  operating  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  ITU  table.  Although 
the  proposed  terrestrial  allocations  do 
not  now  appear  in  the  ITU  Regulations, 
they  follow  the  recommendations  made 
by  the  WARC-ST  (see  section  A) .  Ter¬ 
restrial  stations  operating  imder  this  al¬ 
location  will  not  contravene  interna¬ 
tional  agreement  so  long  as  they  do  not 
interfere  with  foreign  space  stations  and 
any  developmental  authorizations  made 
by  the  Commission  will  be  so  cmiditloned. 
The  allocation  is  therefore  not  incon¬ 
sistent  with  ITU  Regulations  and  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  Final  Acts 
of  the  1971  WARC-ST. 

C.  The  Timeliness  or  the  Allocation 

12.  AT&T  stated  that  it  was  desirable 
that  the  pr(^>osed  allocations  be  imple¬ 
mented  without  delay  because  any  sub¬ 
stantial  delay  would  discourage  explora¬ 
tion  and  development.  Such  a  delay,  it 
said,  would  cause  the  curtailment  of  pre¬ 
liminary  terrestrial  system  planning  and 
development  activities.  AT&T  felt  that 
"further  progress  depends  on  reasonable 
assurances  that  clearly  defined  frequen¬ 
cy  bands  will  be  available  to  receive  and 
nurture  substantial  investments  of  crea¬ 
tive  technical  talent  and  financial  re¬ 
sources.”  (AT&T  Reply  Comment,  p.  2.) . 
It  stated  that  the  terrestrial  services  and 
space  services,  both  of  which  are  of  inter¬ 
est  to  AT&T,  should  have  the  opportunity 
to  develop  and  grow.  AT&T  also  sup¬ 
ported  the  delaying  for  a  time  of  the 
establishment  of  specific  criteria  for 
sharing  between  space  and  terrestrial 
services.  Such  criteria  if  established  now 
would  be  based  on  practices  required  at 
frequencies  well  below  40  GHz,  and  the 
imposition  of  such  standards  in  the  bands 
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above  40  GHz  could  well  inhibit  future 
development.  It  stated  that  sharing  cri¬ 
teria  should  not  be  Eidopted  xmtil  firmer 
data  has  been  develop^  on  how  these 
frequencies  may  be  employed.  Further, 
AT&T  stated  that  it  was  their  view  that 
the  proposals  made  by  the  Commission 
were  “well  drawn”  to  encourage  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  portion  of  the  spectrum 
between  40  GHz  mid  300  GHz,  AT&T 
therefore  supported  the  immediate  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  allocations  in  the  form  pro¬ 
posed. 

13.  All  of  the  other  parties  filing,  how¬ 
ever,  requested  that  no  allocations  to  ter¬ 
restrial  services  be  made  above  40  GHz 
until  after  studies  on  the  feasibility  of 
the  sharing  of  these  bands  by  space  and 
terrestrial  services  had  been  conducted. 
Comsat  stated  (Comsat  Comments,  p. 
10)  that  a  rulemaking  proceeding  is  an 
awkward  vehicle  for  developing  a  soimd 
general  allocation  table  since  it  entails 
only  two  opportunities  to  file  written 
pleadings  and  no  opportunity  for  joint 
discussions  or  for  an  Interchange  of  ideas 
and  positions  based  on  substantial 
groundwork.  It  was  therefore  suggested 
that  the  proposed  allocations  not  be  now 
adopted  and  the  Issues  involved  be  made 
part  of  the  preparatory  work  for  the 
General  World  Administrative  Radio 
Conference  scheduled  for  1979.  The  prep- 
avation  fmr  tiiat  conference  will  stretch 
over  sevacel  years  and  involve  a  number 
offlUngs. 

H.  Hm  pmrUes  opposing  the  allocation 
g—araOr  fart  that  It  Is  neoessasy  to  #Ih 
total  move  Mverlmee  and  more  data  be¬ 
fore  terrestrial  services  mre  permitted  to 
Stare  the  bands  with  niace  services.  It  Is 
not  now  possible,  in  their  opinion,  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  such  sharing  Is  feasible 
and.  If  so,  what  standards  will  be  neces¬ 
sary.*  These  parties  think  that  the  feasi¬ 
bility  oi  sharing  Is  very  much  In  doubt 
and  that  no  sharing  diould  be  authorized 
irntn  that  question  Is  resolved.  Comsat 
also  asserts  that  sharing  between  terres¬ 
trial  and  space  services  may  lead  to 
severe  inefliclencles  In  spectrum  use  be¬ 
cause  of  technical  charactaistics 
these  bands.  For  similar  reasons  Comsat 
thinks  It  may  prove  economically  desir¬ 
able  for  the  existing  allocatkms  for  fixed 
satellites  to  be  widened.  In  short,  the 
parties  oi^oslng  the  proposed  allocations 
think  that  nothing  diould  be  done  to 
alter  the  situation  of  having  space  allo- 


■  Oomsat,  In  a  footnote  <m  p.  9  of  Its  H^ly 
Oonunents,  states  that  the  bands  now  aUo- 
oated  to  the  Intw-saMllte  servloe  are  pres¬ 
ently  recognized  as  “potKitially  soltahle  for 
Sharing  with  terrestrial  sarYlces." 


cations  exclusively*  above  40  GHz  until 
lengthy  studies  have  been  carried  out. 

15.  Other  comments  filed  go  essen¬ 
tially  to  the  matter  of  how  Information 
can  best  be  gathered  so  that  these  bands 
ctm  be  effectively  developed.  AT&T  thinks 
that  general  terrestrial  allocations  now 
will  encourage  stu^  and  development 
while  the  other  parties  filing  want  a  com¬ 
prehensive  study  made  first.  Because  of 
the  large  number  of  services  which  must 
be  considered  and  the  lack  of  developed 
technology  in  these  bands,  we  feel  that 
making  general  allocations  now  will  more 
probably  result  in  the  best  and  most  rapid 
development  of  information  and  experi¬ 
ence  on  which  future  specific  sharing  de¬ 
cisions  can  be  made.  With  the  number 
and  variety  of  operations  involved  and 
the  current  lack  of  knowledge,  any  ex¬ 
tended  compatibility  study  would  neces- 
sfudly  deal  only  with  hypotheticals  for 
many  years.  Such  a  study  would  be  un¬ 
like^  to  produce  any  concrete  results 
in  the  foreseeable  future  and  could,  we 
believe,  mmecessarily  curtail  beneficial 
expodmentation  and  develomnent  of  ter¬ 
restrial  services  above  40  GHz.  The  goi- 
eral  allocation  scheme  we  are  adopting 
will  permit  specific  types  of  systems  and 
sharing  configurations  to  be  considered 
and  tested  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  It 
should  be  emphasized  that  we  are  now 
adopting  only  general  allocations;  there 
are  no  provisians,  api^lcable  to  either 
space  or  terrestrial  servtoee,  rmder  which 
stations  can  be  regiilariy  Beensed  in  these 
bands.  We  will  eensidsr  siieh  rules  oifiy 
when  more  dev^opment  has  be^  done 
and  speoifie  systems  are  prc^^osed.  Shar¬ 
ing  ^teria  will  also  be  ecmsklered  at 
that  time.  Interested  parties  will  course 
be  afforded  oppmiunity  to  parUcipaite  in 
any  such  proceeding.  It  may  be,  as  Ccmi- 
sat  and  ASC  suggest,  that  some  exclusive 
space  or  terrestrial  allocations  will  be 
necessary  where  we  have  provided  for 
sharing,  but  that  can  best  be  determined 
by  consideration  of  c«)ecific  bands  and 
specific  ^rstems.  Even  in  the  absence  of 
Government  terrestrial  services,  we  would 
not  feel  that  we  would  be  justified  in  sup¬ 
pressing  the  devdoiunent  of  non-Oov- 
enunent  torestrial  services  in  these 


•These  statements  overlook  the  fact,  al- 
refdy  mentioned,  that  the  bands  between  40 
QHz  and  800  GHz  are  not  now  allocated  ez- 
clvisivMy  to  the  q>ace  services  In  the  Phlted 
States.  Oovemmmt  terrestrial  services  al¬ 
ready  Share  most  oi  the  ^ace  bands  In  a 
manner  almost  Identical  to  what  we  have 
pn^xMed.  These  Government  aUocatloos 
were  developed  In  coordination  with  the 
Commission  and  parallel  the  non-Govem- 
ment  allocations  prc^osed  herein. 


bands  simply  because  there  are  uncer¬ 
tainties  about  the  feasibility  of  sharing. 
Certainly  we  cannot  decide  at  this  time 
that  terrestrial  services  will  be  any  less 
valuable  to  the  public  in  these  tands  that 
the  yet  imdefined  space  services,  or  that 
sharing  would  imduly  hinder  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  either.  On  the  ccaitrary,  we  are 
convinced  that  the  shared  allocations 
that  were  proposed  will  lead  to  the  most 
rapid  and  efficient  development  of  these 
bands,  and  produce  the  greatest  amount 
of  useful  Information  for  our  future  spec¬ 
trum  planning,  including  the  preparation 
for  the  next  General  World  Administra¬ 
tive  Radio  Conference  scheduled  for  19'’9. 

16.  Finally,  both  (Tomsat  and  C^ML,  Ui 
their  reply  comments  stated  that  alloca¬ 
tions  for  specific  services  might  be  made 
before  the  conclusion  of  general  study, 
but  <mly  upon  showing  of  need.  Under  the 
approach  we  are  adopting  another  rule- 
making  proceeding  will  be  necessary  be¬ 
fore  any  regular  systems  can  be  author¬ 
ized.  In  any  such  proceeding,  need,  tech¬ 
nical  merit,  economic  viability,  etc.  would 
be  weighed,  and  all  interested  parties 
would  be  able  to  participate  and  have 
their  positions  considered.  We  are  mak¬ 
ing  a  general  terrestrial  allocation  now 
because  we  feel  it  will  lead  to  the  best 
development  of  these  bands  in  the  public 
interest.  It  was  on  this  same  general  basis 
that  space  allocations  were  made  above 
40  CXBz,  and  equal  eonsideraticn,  we  feel, 
should  be  gdven  to  tiw  terreelrlal  counter¬ 
parts.  &i  what  wtal  be  neoesscuy  before 
any  etotions  can  aetually  beemne  opera¬ 
tional,  howevor,  our  i^ipixNuh  does  not 
dtifer  flta;nlficantly  from  what  othem  have 
recommended  in  opposition  to  the  notice. 

17.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Effective 
November  14,  1975,  that  Part  2  of  the 
Ocnnmisslon’s  rules  and  regulations  be 
amended  to  refiect  the  changes  which 
were  proposed  and  which  are  contained 
briow.  Authority  for  this  act  is  contained 
in  secticHis  4(i) ,  303(c) ,  and  303(r)  of  the 
Commimlcations  Act  of  1934,  as  amoided. 

18.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  19973  is  termi¬ 
nated. 

Adopted:  Octi^r  1,  1975. 

Released:  October  8,  1975. 

(Secs.  4,  SOS,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  UH.C.  i64,  808) 

Federal  Cohhunications 

COlOilSSION, 

[seal!  ViNCEirr  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part  2  of  Chapter  I  (ff  Tltie  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  amending  the  table  in  {  2.106  as  fol¬ 
lows: 
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S  2.106  TaUc  of  frequency  allocations. 


United  States 

Fsdsial  Conunonioatlons  Cinmnisdon 

Band  . 
(OH») 

i 

ADooa- 

tlon 

Band 

(OH*) 

Service 

Class  of 
Station 

Fr»- 

(OF 

NatoielSERVIOBS 

(otstattona 

(6) 

(0) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(IQO 

01) 

•  •  * 

•  •  • 

•  G  • 

%  %  % 

•  G  G 

G  G  G 

9 

G  G  G 

tao-iLo 

O.NO 

4a  0-410 

FIXED. 

FIXED-SATELLITE. 

MOBILE. 

Space. 

4LO-1&0 

Q.NO 

410-tS.O 

FIXED. 

BROADCASTING- 

SATELLITE. 

MOBILE. 

Space. 

43.(M&0 

O.NO 

43.(M8.0 

AERONAUTICAL 

MOBILE. 

AERONAUTICAL 

MOBILE-SATELLITE. 

MARITIME-MOBILE. 

MARITIME-MOBILE 

SATELLITE. 

AERONAUTICAL 

RADIONAVIOATION. 

AERONAUTICAL 

RADIONAVIOATION- 

SATELLITE. 

MARITIME 

RADIONAVIOATION. 

BIARITIME 

RADIONAVIOATION- 

SATELLITE. 

4&o-sao 

a,  NO 

48.0-6a0 

RADIOLOCATION. 

Amateur. 

sa(Hu.g 

G,  NO 

sa  0-610 

FIXED. 

FIXED-SATELLITE. 

MOBILE. 

Earth; 

61.0-6Z0 

Q,NQ 

610-62.0 

EARTH  EXPLORA¬ 
TION-SATELLITE. 
SPACE  RESEARCH; 

62. 0-64. 2S 

O.NO 

412J 

62.0-6126 

SPACE  RESEARCH 
(Passive). 

6125-68.2 

O.NO 

61  26-68.2 

FIXED 

MOBILE  (except  aero- 
nantical  mobile). 

68.2-6010 

O.  NO 

68.2-610 

SPACE  RESEARCH 
(Passive). 

69.0-010 

O.  NO 

ea  0-010 

FIXED. 

MOBILE  (except  aero- 
nantical  mobile). 

010-06.0 

O.NO 

4UT 

010-06.0 

SPACE  RESEARCH 
(Passive). 

06.0-00.0 

O.NO 

\ 

06.0-010 

EARTH  EXPLORA- 
TION-SATELUTEj 
SPACE  RESEARCH. 

00.0-71.0 

O.NO 

010-710 

AERONAUTICAL 

MOBILE. 

AERONAUTICAL 

MOBILE-8ATELLITB; 

MARITIME  MOBILE; 

MARITIME  MOBILE- 
SATELLITE. 

AERONAUTICAL  RA¬ 
DIONAVIOATION; 

AERONAUTICAL 

RADIONAVIGATION- 

SATELLITE. 

MARITIME  RADIO- 
NAVIGATION. 

MARITIME  RADIO- 
NAVIGATION- 
SATELLITE. 

- 
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United  States  | 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Band 

(OHz)  I 

ASoea-  1' 
Uon  1 

Band 

(OH^ 

1 

SGTvicc  1 

j 

Clanot 

Station 

Vm- 

qaeney 

(OHx) 

»OP 

Nature^BERVlCES 
^  loistaUons 

(5)  j 

(0  [ 

(T) 

(8)  j 

(») 

-(10) 

(ii) 

*  *  * 

0  0m  1 

•  •  • 

*  *  *  *  1 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

71.0-76.0  j 

0,NO 

71.0-760  j 

RADIOLOCATION.  j  I 

Amateur.  |  \ 

1 

76.0-84.0  j 

O,  NO 

760-84.0  i 

FIXED.  1 

MOBILE.  ■  i 

1 

1 

84.0  86  0  j 

O,  NO 

84.0  86.0  j 

1 

i 

FIXED. 

BROADCASTING- 

SATELLITE. 

MOBILE.  j 

86.0-92.0 

O,  NO 
412J 
U874 

86  0  92.0  1 

RADIO  ASTRONOMY.  I 
SPACE  RESEARCH  ! 

(PaBiTe).  j 

92.0-03.0 

O,  NO 

92.0-93.0  1 

FIXED.  i 

MOBILE.  1 

93.0-95.0 

0,NO 

93.0-95.0  j 

FIXED.  i 

FIXED-SATELLITE. 
MOBILE.  1 

Ewth. 

»6.0-X01.0 

G,  NG 

j 

95.0-100.0  i 

1 

AERONAUTICAL 

MOBILE. 

AERONAUTICAL 

mobile-satellite. 

MARITIME  MOBILE. 

maritime  mobile- 
satellite. 

AERONAUTICAL 

radionavioation. 

AERONAUTICAL 
RADION  AVI  OATION- 
8ATELLITE. 
MARITIME 

radionavioation. 

MARITIME 

radionavigation- 

satellite. 

i 

i 

■ 

- 

101. 0-102. 0 

O,  NO 

412J 

101.0-102.0 

SPACE  RESEARCH 
(Passive). 

102.0-103.0 

O,  NG 

102.0-103.0 

FIXED. 

MOBILE. 

103.0-105.0 

O.  NO 

103.0-105.0 

FIXED. 

FIXED-SATELLITE. 

MOBILE. 

Space. 

105.0-110.0 

O,  NO 

105.0-110.0 

FIXED. 

MOBILE  (except 
Aeronautical  Mobile). 

110.0-117.5 

G,  NO 

1 

1 

110.0-117.5 

FIXED. 

INTE  R-SATELLITE. , 
MOBILE  (except 
Aeronautical  Mobile). 

i 

117.5-122.5 

O,  NG 

117.6-122.5 

FIXED, 

MOBILE  (except 
Aeronautical  Mobile). 

i 

1 

122.5-130.0 

j  0,  NO 

r 

1 

122.5-130.0 

1  FIXED. 

1  INTER-SATELLITE. 
j  MOBILE  (except 

1  Aeronautical  Mobile). 

130. 0-140. 0 

G,  NG 
4121 
US74 

130.0-140.0 

RADIO  ASTRONOMY. 
SPACE  RESEARCH 
(Passive). 

1 

140.0-141.0 

O.  NO 

140.0-141.0 

FIXED. 

MOBILE. 

i 

141. 0-142. 0 

O,  NO 

141.0-142.0 

FIXED. 

FIXED-SATELLITE. 

MOBILE. 

j  Earth. 

1 

142.0-150.0 

G,  NO 

i 

I 

1 

mo-isao 

AERONAUTICAL 
MOBILE. 
AERONAUTICAL 
MOBILE-SATELLITE. 
MARITIME  MOBILE. 
MARITIME  MOBILE- 
BATELUTE. 

» 

i 

1 
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II 

F«d*nl  Communioations  Commission 

Bnd 

(QH« 

Alloeft- 

tkw 

Bond 

(OHa) 

SerrlM 

Class  of 
Station 

Fr^ 

quency 

(OHs) 

(OF 

NTature^SERVICXE 

lolstattona 

(6) 

m 

(n 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

ai) 

o  o  • 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

•  99 

9  9  9 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

AERONAUTICAL 

RADIONAVIOATION. 

AERONAUTICAL 

RADIONAVIOATION- 

8ATELLITE. 

MARITIME 

RADIONAVIOATION. 

MARITIME 

RADIONAVIOATION- 

SATELLITE. 

isa  0-161.0 

Q,  NQ 

16O0-15L0 

FIXED. 

MOBILE. 

151.0-152.0 

a.  NO 

151.0-162.0 

FIXED. 

FIXED-SATELLITE. 

MOBILE. 

Space. 

162.0-166.0 

a.NQ 

162.0-166.0 

FIXED. 

MOBILE. 

166.0-17a0 

Q,NQ 

166.0-1700 

RADIOLOCATION; 

Amateor. 

1700-176.0 

Q.NQ 

1700-176.0 

FIXED. 

MOBILE  (except 
Aeronaaticel  Mobile). 

175.0-182.0 

O,  NO 

176.0-182.0 

FIXED. 

INTE  R-SATELLITE. 
MOBILE  (except 
AeronacUcai  Mobile); 

182.0-186.0 

O,  NO 
412J 

182.0-186.0 

SPACE  RESEARCH 
(Passiye). 

185.0-189.0 

O,  NO 

185.0-189.0 

FIXED. 

INTER  SATELUTB; 
MOBILE  (except 
Aeronautical  Mobile); 

189.0-1900 

0,NO 

1800-1900 

FIXSDe 

MOBILE  (except  Aero¬ 
nautical  Mobile). 

1900-2000 

Q,  NO 

1900-2000 

AERONAUTICAL 

MOBILE. 

AERONAUTICAL 
MOBILE  SATELLITE. 

MARITIME  MOBILE. 

MARITIME-MOBILE- 

SATELLITE; 

AERONAUTICAL 

RADIONAVIOATION; 

AERONAUTICAL 

RADIONAVIOATION- 

SATELLITE; 

MARITIME  RADIO¬ 
NAVIOATION. 

MARirmE 

RADIONAVIOATION- 

BATELLITE. 

2000-2200 

0,NO 

3000-2200 

FIXED. 

MOBILE. 

2200-2300 

O.NO 

2200-2300 

FIXED. 

FIXED-SATELLITE; 

MOBILE. 

2300-2100 

O,  NO 
41  ai 
U8M 

2300-2600 

RADIO  ASTRONOMY; 
SPACE  RESEARCH 
(PasslTe). 

910.0^600 

a.  NO 

3000-2500 

RADIOLOCATION; 

Amateur. 

OKLOmO 

a.  NO 

2600-8600 

AERONAUTICAL 
MOBILE. 
AERONAUTICAL 
MOBILE-SATELUrm 
MARITIME  MOBILE; 
MARITIME  MOBILE- 
BATELUTE; 
AERONAUTICAL 
RADIONAYIOATKHli 
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fled  In  our  proposal  Is  too  brief  to  pro- 
Tlde  dependable  results  In  view  of  theln- 
heoient  unreliability  of  countywide  data 
In  ttie  first  Instance.  As  an  alternative, 
AMST  suggests  that  the  same  twelve 
week  survey  period  employed  in  compil¬ 
ing  the  orijdnal  significantly  viewed  list 
be  utilized, ‘arguing  that  expense  should 
be  no  barrier  since  professional  survey 
organizations  compile  the  relevant 
monthly  data  in  the  normal  course  of 
their  operations.  Hence,  the  only  cost  in¬ 
volved  would  be  that  necessary  to  have 
the  specific  data  “broken  out”  for  the 
station  and  coimties  in  question.  AMST 
adds  that  such  an  approach  would  also 
advance  the  concept  of  equal  treatment 
for  pre  and  post  survey  period  stations 
in  that  both  the  oountywide  basis  and  the 
period  of  sample  for  the  survey  would  be 
identical. 

b.  Cable  Television  Interests.  4.  The 
National  Television  Association,  Inc. 
(NCTA)  expresses  support  for  the  con¬ 
cept  inherent  in  our  proposed  rule,  but 
submits  that  some  modification  and  clar¬ 
ification  are  appropriate.  Specifically, 
NCTA  argues  that  the  rule  should  be 
redrafted  to  preclude  a  signal  shown  to 
be  significantly  viewed  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  provisions  from  forcing  the  dele- 
ti(m  of  an  existing  signal  on  a  cable  tele¬ 
vision  system  (grating  at  fuU  channel 
capacity.  NCTA  contends  that  where 
such  a  conflict  of  carriage  prerogatives 
would  occm:,  the  competing  signals  would 
necessarily  be  “non-market”  in  origin®, 
and  in  balancing  the  equities  between 
them  the  Commission  should  elect  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  status  quo.  In  this  regard, 
NCTA  notes  that  the  Commission  has 
never  granted  significantly  viewed  sta¬ 
tions  the  right  to  displace  the  program¬ 
ming  of  other  stations,  citing  the  syn¬ 
dicated  program  exclusivity  and  the 
recently  revised  network  program  non¬ 
duplication  rules  as  examples.  NCTA  is 
particularly  concerned  that  adoption  and 
eiforcement  of  these  revisions  to  Sec¬ 
tion  76.54  might  force  the  deletion  of 
grandfathered  signals.  NCTA  therefore 
proposes  that  any  rule  we  adopt  should  at 
least  require  post  survey  period  stations 
to  demonstrate  their  significantly  viewed 
status  on  a  “per  community”  rather  than 
a  coimty-wide  basis  when  eiiforcement 
of  its  newly-acquired  carriage  rights 
wotdd  otherwise  displace  an  existing 
grandfathered  signal. 

5.  NCTA  also  requests  clarificatkm  of 
the  proposed  amendm«it  in  two  respects. 
First,  to  clarify  whether  cable  television 
systems,  as  well  as  television  broadcast 
stations,  may  invoke  the  new  rule  and 
demonstrate  significantly  viewed  status 
for  post  strrvey  stations.  Second,  to  ex¬ 
plicit]^  recognize  that  a  showing  of  sig- 
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[Docket  No.  20371;  Pcc  75-1145]  mission  itself  should  periodically  update 

PART  76 — CABLE  TELEVISION  SERVICE  significantly  viewed  stations 

_  j  on  the  basis  of  coimty-wide  data.  This 

Surveys  Showii^  ^gnificantly  Viewed  approach,  it  is  contended,  would  have  a 

number  of  advantages.  First,  Ccmunls- 
In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  76  sion  revision  of  the  list  would  advance 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  the  goal  of  equitable  treatment  for  post 
to  permit  showings  that  certain  television  survey  period  stations  in  that  they  would 
stations  are  significantly  viewed  based  on  not  be  required  to  bear  the  expense  of  in- 
county-wide  surveys.  dividuaUy  demonstrating  significantly 

1.  On  March  5,  1975,  (40  PTt  11000)  viewed  status.  Second,  periodic  updating 
the  Commission  issued  a  notice  of  pro-  would  assine  the  Commission  of  uni- 
posed  rule  making  in  Docket  20371  to  formlty  since  “*  *  *  its  list  would  accu- 
“consider  the  application  of  S  76.54 (b>  of  rately  reflect  current  significant  viewing 
the  C(munlsslon’s  Rules  to  television  levels  in  all  communities,  not  Just  those 
broadcast  stations  not  operating  during  in  which  either  the  audience  levels  had 
the  original  smrey  periods  *  *  *  used  not  changed  or  where  a  local  station  or 
In  formulating  the  significantly  viewed  syston  had  imdoiaken.Uie  burden  of  a 
list  •  •  •  ®  We  advanced  for  comment  special  petitiim  proceeding.”*  Finally, 

a  proposed  amendment  to  S  76.54  which  Commission  updating  would  avoid  the 
would  permit  post  survey  period  stations  increased  administrative  burden  on  the 
to  demonstrate  significantly  viewed  sta-  Cable  Televiskm  Bureau  which  is  certain 
tus  on  the  basis  of  county-wide  audience  to  result  from  the  individual  showing 
surveys  in  lieu  of  the  more  burdensome  proposed  in  this  proceeding.  In  the  alter- 
community-by-community  method  pres-  native,  INTV  argues  that  the  Commls- 
ently  prescribed  by  S  76.54(b).  We  be-  sion  should  at  least  extend  the  present 
Ueved  the  proposal  worthy  of  considera-  proposal  to  permit  stations  AYisting  at 
tlon  as  a  means  of  redressing  the  hoher-  the  time  of  the  original  surveys  but  which 
ent  inequity  in  applying  a  more  lenient  have  since  undertaken  noticeable  im- 
signiflcantly  viewed  standard  to  some  provements  in  their  technical  facilities  to 
stations  than  to  others,  where  the  dls-  demonstrate  significantly  viewed  status 
tlnction  between  them  derived  solely  (mthe  ba8i8ofcounty-widedata.Oth»- 
from  the  fact  that  the  stations  operating  wise  INTV  urges,  the  knowledjge  that 
at  the  time  of  our  original  audience  sur-  they,  will  obtain  neither  significantly 
veys  were  subjected  only  to  a  county-  vlewkl  status  nor  mandatory  signal  car- 
wlde  survey.  To  supplement  our  current  riage  rights  without  a  burdensome  show- 
list  of  significantly  viewed  stations,  a  ing  pursuant  to  Section  76.54(b) ,  might 
community-by-community  survey  is  re-  wdl  deter  broadcasters  from  improving 
qulred.  Ocmmxents  in  response  to  the  their  facilities. 

notice  have  been  rec^ved  from  both  3,  The  Association  of  Serv- 

broadcast  and  cable  televlsio;a  interests  tee  Telecasters,  (AMST)  appears  to 
and  are  summarized  below.  omisider  proposed  amen^nent  un- 

CoMMENTs  necessary,  bat»  in  the  event  the  Oom- 

...  .  -  —  mission  deems  a  rule  change  approprt- 

a.  Broadcast  Interests.  2.  The  Associa-  ata  recommends  certain  methodrdoglcal 

mwilflcatloos  to  toe  approach  contato 

Inc.  (I^)  ag^  in  pjtoclple  with  toe .  Essentially,  AMOT  argues 

proposed  amendment,  but  argues  that  ...  .. 

_ _ _ two  week  survey  period  sped- 


*  nilfl  conclusion  Is  t>ased  on  the  assump¬ 
tion  that  “market”  stations  with  respect  to 
a  given  cable  television  system  are  those 
which  are  within  S5  miles  of  the  system.  If 
the  station  Is  licensed  to  a  first  100  market, 
or  which  place  a  Grade  B  contour  over  the 
system.  If  the  statlma  is  Ucensed  to  a  smaller 
television  market.  In  such  cases,  NCTA  ar¬ 
gues,  significantly  viewed  status  Is  not  criti¬ 
cal  since  It  Is  not  essential  to  a  station’s  car¬ 
riage  rights. 


■Cmnments  of  the  Association  of  Inde¬ 
pendent  Television  Stations,  Inc.,  In  Docket 
30871  at  S. 


>  FCC  75-239,  61  FCC  2d  445  (1975) 
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nificantly  viewed  status  made  by  a  cable 
tdevislon  system  may  be  rtiLied  upon  by 
any  other  cable  tdevisiasi  system  oper> 
ating  In  the  same  county  as  that  of  the 
petitioning  system. 

Discxtssion 

6.  While  not  niunerous,  the  conunents 
filed  in  this  proceeding  have  been  of 
considerable  assistance  in  evaluating  the 
proposed  amendment.  Indeed,  these  com¬ 
ments  have  served  to  shupen  the  focus 
of  this  proceeding  and  we  have  incor- 
tx>rated  some  of  the  proposed  revisions 
in  the  rule  we  adopt  today  r  Other  changes 
resulted  from  our  own  reevaluation  of 
the  proposal.  Of  course,  there  were  pro¬ 
posals  which  we  could  not  adopt.  For  in¬ 
stance,  we  have  eschewed  INTV’s  pro¬ 
posal  that  the  Commission  itself  period¬ 
ically  update  the  entire  significantly 
viewed  list.  We  believe  such  a  decislcm 
should  be  taken  only  after  careful  con¬ 
sideration  of  many  factors  which  are 
beyond  the  scape  oi  the  instant  proceed¬ 
ing.  The  Commission  is  not  now  inclined 
to  undertake  regular  revisions  without 
the  benefit  of  comments  specifically  di¬ 
rected  to  and  staff  evaluation  of  these 
factors.  We  have  also  considered  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  periodic  Commission  updathig 
on  a  smaller  scale,  limited  to  those  sta¬ 
tions  which  commenced  operations  after 
the  original  survey  period.  However,  we 
have  concluded  this  approach  is  not  ap¬ 
propriate  at  Uiis  time.  A  routine  revision 
of  this  nature  would  necessarily  be  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  addition  of  sig'Uals,  since 
subjecting  newly  added  stations  to  the 
risk  of  f  ut\ire  deleticm  upon  a  subsequent 
uixiating  would  not  only  entail  the  po¬ 
tential  disruption  of  subscribers’  viewing 
habits,  but  would  run  counter  to  our 
fundamental  objective  of  equal  treat¬ 
ment  for  pre  and  post  survey  period 
stations.  In  view,  therefore,  of  the  ex¬ 
tremely  narrow  applicability  the  ex- 
c^tiim,  creation  of  the  anomalous  ad¬ 
ministrative  iwocedure  of  periodic  updat¬ 
ing  does  not  ai^eax  justified.  Moreover, 
present  estimates  of  the  costs  inherent 
in  requiring  individual  stations  or  sys¬ 
tems  to  demonstrate  ^nificantly  viewed 
status  confirm  our  belief  that  the  bur¬ 
den  is  not  prc^bitive.^  We  are  convinced, 
therefore,  that  the  ad  hoc  approach  we 
adopt  here  is  both  viable  and  fair  and 
better  calculated  to  achieve  equitable 
treatment  among  ail  stations. 

7.  We  have  also  rejected  DJTV’s  alter¬ 
native  formulation  of  the  rule  which 
would  permit  stations  effecting  signifi¬ 
cant  improvements  in  their  technical  fa¬ 
cilities  to  utilize  county-wide  surveys  to 
demonstrate  significantly  viewed  status. 
Since  INTV’s  pr(Hx>sal  would  not  be  lim- 


Riile  on  thlB  matter  in  the  near 

future. 

8.  AMST's  contention  that  the  two- 
week  sample  period  prescribed  in  the  ini¬ 
tial  pn^xisal  is  too  brief  is  persuasive.  We 
agree  that  the  rellablMty  of  county-wide 
surveys  can  be  undermined  by  such  an 
abbreviated  sampling.  We  have,  there¬ 
fore,  adopted  AMST’s  proposed  twelve- 
week  sample  period  requir^ent,  believ¬ 
ing  it  will  not  only  imptrove  dependability 
but  will  further  equalize  the  treatment  of 
pre  and  post  survey  period  stations. 

9.  While  we  sympathize  with  NCTA’s 
concern  over  the  possible  mandatory  de¬ 
letion  of  existing  signals  on  systems  op¬ 
erating  at  full  channel  capacity,  we  are 
not  persuaded  that  the  potential  hard¬ 
ship  attributable  to  the  instant  rule 
change  will  either  be  widespread  or  vm- 
redressable  pursuant  to  our  special  relief 
processes.  Based  on  a  five-year  increase 
in  the  number  of  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  of  75,  the  annual  increase  in  oper¬ 
ating  stations  since  the  original  signifi¬ 
cantly  view^  siun^  period  ended,  is  ap- 
proximatriy  15.'  Of  this  small  number, 
only  a  few  can  be  expected  to  rely  upon 
their  significantly  viewed  status  for  man¬ 
datory  carriage  rights  and  a  smaller  por¬ 
tion  still  to  be  seeking  carriage  on  sys¬ 
tems  operating  at  maximum  chani^ 
c.apacity.  The  fact  that  we  have  infre¬ 
quently  permitted  retention  of  a  grand¬ 
fathered  signal  on  saturated  systems  in 
the  face  of  carriage  demands  fnun  a 
"must  carry”  station  is  simply  a  reflec¬ 
tion  of  a  considered  policy  and  not  the 
result  of  some  procedural  defect  in  our 
special  relief  provisions.  We  perceive  no 
reason  to  carve  out  a  complicating  ex¬ 
ception  to  that  policy  applicable  only  to 
newly  added  significantly  viewed  signals. 
Indeed,  such  a  step  would  not  only  con¬ 
trovert  our  established  larecedent  gov¬ 
erning  this  type  trf  carriage  conflict;,*  but 
would  further  differentiate  the  treatment 
of  pre  and  post  survey  period  stations  in 
direct  contradiction  of  our  stated  objec¬ 
tive  in  the  instant  proceeding.  For  these 
reasons  the  Commission  must  reject 
NCTA’s  proposal  to  preclude  stations 
from  asserting  mandatory  carriage  rights 
on  saturated  systems,  vis-a-vis  existing 
"may  carry”  signals  on  the  basis  of  their 
newly  acquired  significantly  viewed  sta¬ 
tus.  For  like  reasons,  we  must  also  reject 
NCTA’s  alternative  formulation  which 
would  require  such  stations  to  make  an 
additional,  community  based  showing  of 
significantly  viewed  status  before  gaining 
preemptive  carriage  rights  on  systems 
operating  at  full  channel  capacity.  We 
note,  of  course,  that  where  a  conflict  of 
carriage  occurs  between  “must  carry” 
stations,  a  whcdly  different  situation  is 


10.  One  further  matter  requires  some 
explanation.  We  have  required  that  any 
showing  made  puianant  to  the  new  rule 
be  based  upon  data  derived  from  the  first 
three  years  of  broadcast  operations.  This 
provision  does  not  require  a  station  to 
meet  the  significantly  viewed  criteria  of 
i76.S<k)*  for  the  mtire  three  year 
period,  however.  It  requires  only  that  the 
three  separate,  consecutive  four-week 
surveys  be  taken  within  the  given  three 
years.  Our  purpose  here  Is  to  limit  the 
data  base  so  that  all  concerned  parties 
may,  within  a  reasonable  time  and  with 
fair  certainty,  estimate  their  rights  and 
obligations  under  the  new  rule.  The 
period  sriected  is  a  fair  compromise  be¬ 
tween  the  competing  Interest  of  rapidly 
determining  carriage  rights  and  afford¬ 
ing  adequate  time  to  affected  stations  to 
establish  audienoe  lev^  sufflcient  to 
meet  the  significantly  viewed  criteria.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  while  the 
data  base  is  restricted  to  the  first  three 
years,  there  is  no  restriction  on  when  a 
showing  made  pursuant  to  that  data 
need  be  submitted.  To  do  otherwise  would 
unfairiy  prejudice  future  parties.  It  is 
also  important  to  note  that  we  have  im¬ 
posed  no  coiutraint  on  the  number  of 
showings  a  particular  party  may  make 
pursuant  to  the  new  rule’s  provisions. 
For  example,  a  station  may  elect  to 
demonstrate  significantly  viewed  status 
in  one  county  at  the  end  of  its  first  two 
years  of  operation  and,  at  a  later  date, 
again  demonstrate  such  status  with  re¬ 
spect  to  other  coimties.  While  at  first 
this  may  appear  to  create  a  di^writy  in 
the  treatment  of  pre  and  post  survey 
period  stations,  the  distortion  is  largely 
illusory  since,  regardless  of  their  num¬ 
ber.  all  showings  mvist  be  based  on  audi¬ 
ence  level  surveys  derived  from  a  limited 
data  base  period.  Thus,  although  a  sta¬ 
tion  may  invoke  the  rule  repeatedly,  once 
its  viewing  levels  lor  the  first  three  years 
of  <H)eration  have  been  established,  the 
frequency  or  timing  of  subsequent  show¬ 
ing  will  have  no  siibstantive  effect. 

M.  Two  final  issues  raised  by  NCTA 
should  be  clarified.  First,  as  with  those 
stations  presently  listed,  once  signifi¬ 
cantly  viewed  status  has  been  established 
pursuant  to  the  new  rule,  it  is  fixed,  and. 
regardless  of  which  party  makes  the 
demonstrations,  may  be  relied  upon  by 
ail  parties.  Furthermore,  invocation  of 
the  new  rule  in  no  way  precludes  the 
demonstrating  party  from  making  futui'e 
showings  pursuant  to  the  per-commiuiity 
provisions  of  §  76.54(b) .  This  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  rule  is  not  only  ccmsistent 
with  the  language  of  S  76.54(b),  but  di¬ 
rectly  parallels  the  treatment  of  stations 


ited  to  post  survey  stations,  this  propo¬ 
sition  is  outside  the  purview  of  the  in¬ 
stant  proceeding.  However,  we  are  not 
unmindful  of  the  merits  of  the  sugges¬ 
tion.  Consequently,  we  shall  seriously 
consider  issuing  a  Notice  of  Proposed 

*  Ciirrently,  for  example,  the  per  county 
cost  of  obtaining  the  requisite  data  from 
Arbitron  is  approximately  $146.00  for  a 
cUent-statlon  and  between  $435.00  and 
$580.00  for  a  nonclient  cable  television 
system. 


presented  which  must  be  resolved  con¬ 
sistent  with  applicable  procedent.' 

■‘As  of  January  1,  1871.  there  were  some 
881  operating  stations  as  compared  with  956 
as  of  August  SI,  I9T5.  During  this  five  year 
period,  then,  the  total  Increase  In  ttievtsion 
broadcast  stattons  was  75,  or  on  the  average, 
15  per  year. 

•See,  e.g.,  TeleProenpTer  Cable  Communi¬ 
cations  C!orp.,  TOC  74-711,  47  TOC  2d  1222 
(1974). 

’See,  e.g.,  TelePrompTer  of  San  Bernar¬ 
dino,  Inc.,  TOC  74-1366,  60  TOC  2d  444  (1974) . 


*  Section  76.5(t)  provides  In  pertinent 
part: 

Viewed  in  other  than  cable  television 
households  as  follows: 

(1)  For  a  fan  or  partial  network  sta¬ 
tion — a  share  of  viewing  hours  of  at  least 
3  percent  (total  week  hours),  and  a  net 
weekly  circulation  ot  at  least  $6  percent;  and 

(2)  for  an  tndq>endent  station — a  share  of 
viewing  hours  of  at  least  3  percent  (total 
week  hours),  and  a  net  weekly  circulation 
of  at  least  5  percent. 

Tbe*e  share  of  viewing  hours  and  net 
weekly  circulation  requirements  continue  to 
apply  under  the  new  rule. 
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now  listed  in  that  those  stations  may 
also  be  shown  to  be  significantly  viewed 
on  a  per-community  basis.  Second,  the 
rule  is  not  restricted  in  its  use  to  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  stations.  Rather,  it  may  be 
utilized  by  any  interested  party.  In  this 
regard,  we  also  note  that  prior  showings 
by  one  party  do  not  foreclose  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  rule  to  others. 

Procedural  Issues 

12.  In  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  for  this  proceeding  we  indicated 
that  all  petitions  filed  pursuant  to  the 
proposed  rule  would  be  treated  as  re¬ 
quests  for  declaratory  rulings  and  placed 
on  public  notice  for  thirty  days  to  permit 
the  filing  of  comments  and  objections. 
Our  object  in  so  designating  petitions  un¬ 
der  the  new  rule  was  to  avoid  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  imrepresentative  surveys  result¬ 
ing  from  our  decision  not  to  require  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  standard  error  and  no¬ 
tice  requirem^ts  of  §§  76.54  (b)  and  (c) . 
While  we  now  confirm  our  intention  not 
to  demand  adherence  to  these  require¬ 
ments,  we  believe  the  need  to  consider  all 
showings  under  the  rule  as  petitions  for 
declaratory  rulings  has  been  vitiated.  In 
view  of  the  longer  sample  period  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  rule  we  adopt  today,  the 
potential  for  imrepresentative  survey 
submissions  has  been  ccmsiderably  less¬ 
ened.  Moreover,  it  is  now  anticipated  that 
showings  pursuant  to  the  rule  will  al¬ 
most  invariably  arise  in  the  context  of  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  compli¬ 
ance  or  petitions  for  an  order  to  show 
cause  of  special  relief,  all  of  which  entail 
adequate  notice  provisions.  We  shall, 
therefore,  impose  no  particular  restric¬ 
tion  <m  the  procedural  character  of  show¬ 
ings  filed  pursuant  to  the  rule  we  Eulopt 
tioday. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  find  that 
the  public  interest  would  be  served  by 
adoption  of  the  rules  set  forth  below. 
Authority  for  such  rules  is  contained  in 
Sections  2,  4(i)  and  (j),  301,  303,  207. 
308  and  309  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  effec¬ 
tive  November  24,  1975,  Part  76  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  20371  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  2,  4.  301,  303,  307,  308,  309,  48  Stat. 
as  amended,  1064,  1065,  1066,  1061,  1063,  1063, 
1084,  1085;  47  U.S.C.  153,  153,  154,  301,  303, 
307,  306,  309) . 

Adopted:  October  9,  1975. 

Released:  October  16, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amoided  as 
follows: 

1.  In  1 76.54,  paragraph  (b) ,  the  first 
sentence  Is  revised  and  a  new  paragraph 
(d)  added  to  read  as  follows: 


§  76.54.  Significantly  viewed  signals; 
method  to  be  followed  for  special 
showings. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  On  or  after  March  31,  1973,  sig¬ 

nificant  viewing  in  a  cable  tele^ion 
community  for  signals  not  shown  as  sig¬ 
nificantly  viewed  under  paragraphs  (a) 
or  (d)  of  this  section  may  be  demcm- 
strated  by  an  independent  professional 
audience  survey  of  noncable  television 
homes  that  covers  at  least  two  weekly 
periods  separated  by  at  least  thirty  (30) 
days  but  no  more  than  one  of  which  shall 
be  a  week  between  the  months  of  April 
and  September.  *  •  • 

•  •  *  *  * 

(d)  Signals  of  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  not  encompassed  by  the  surveys 
(for  the  periods  May  1970,  November 
1970  and  February/March  1971)  used  in 
establishing  Appendix  B  of  the  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion,  and  Order  on  Reconsid¬ 
eration  of  Cable  Television  Report  and 
Order.  FCC  72-530,  36  FCC  2d  326  (1972) , 
may  be  demonstrated  as  significantly 
viewed  <m  a  county-wide  basis  by  inde¬ 
pendent  professional  audience  surveys 
which  cover  three  separate,  consecutive 
four-week  periods  and  are  otherwise 
comparable  to  the  surveys  used  in  com¬ 
piling  the  above-referenced  Appendix  B; 
Provided,  however.  That  such  demon¬ 
stration  shall  be  based  upon  audience 
survey  data  for  the  first  three  years  of 
the  subject  station’s  broadcast  opera¬ 
tions. 

[PB  Doc.75-28146  PUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 

Title  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTEK  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
.  REGULATIONS 

[Arndt.  No.  5,  Rev.  S.  O.  No.  1156] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE  ' 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  Authorized  To  Operate  Over  Tracks 
of  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad ‘Co.  and 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
14th  day  of  October,  1975. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1156  (38  FR  29220, 
35002;  39  FR  7792,  24510,  35573;  and  40 
FR  2990,  29863) ,  and  good  cause  appear¬ 
ing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

Revised  Service  Order  No.  1156  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the 
following  imragraph  (f)  for  paragraph 
(f)  thereof: 

§  1033.1156  Service  Order  No.  1156. 

(a)  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  authorized  to  operate 
over  tracks  of  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  and  over  tracks  of  Union  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Company.  *  •  • 

•  *  •  *  • 


(f)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
April  15, 1976,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
Cemunission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  October 
15,  1975. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U^.C.  1,  12,  15,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15 
(4)  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended,  54 
Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and  17 
(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  Uie  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement  and  upcm  the  American  Short 
line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the 
Office  of  tile  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by.  filing  It  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28176  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE  (STANDARDS  INSPECTION, 
MARKETING  PRACTICES) 

PART  51— FRESH  FRUIT,  VEGETABLES 
AND  OTHER  PRODUCTS  (INSPECTION, 
CERTIFICATION  AND  STANDARDS) 

United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Florida  Oranges,  Tangelos,  Grapefruit, 
Tangerines  '■ 

On  September  3, 1975,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  40522)  regard¬ 
ing  amendments  of  United  States  Stand¬ 
ards  for  grades  of  Florida  oranges  and 
tangelos  (7  CFR  51.1140—51.1180) ,  Flor¬ 
ida  grapefruit  (7  C7FR  51.750 — 51.784), 
and  Florida  tangerines  (7  C7FR  51.1810 — 
51.1835) . 

These  grade  standards  are  issued  un¬ 
der  authority  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat.  1087,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  1621-1627),  which 
provides  for  the  issuance  of  official  U.S. 
grades  to  designate  different  levels  of 
quality  for  the  voluntary  use  of  pro¬ 
ducers,  buyers  and  consumers.  Official 
grading  services  are  also  provided  imder 
this  act  up<m  request  of  any  financially 
interested  party  e.nd  upon  payment  of  a 
fee  to  cover  the  cost  of  such  services. 

1  Packing  of  the  product  in  conformity 
with  the  requirements  ot  these  standards 
shall  not  excuse  failure  to  con^ily  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  I^ng.  and 
Cosmetic  Act  or  with  applicable  State  laws 
and  regulations. 
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statement  of  considerations  leading  to 
the  amendment  of  these  grade  standards. 
Following  publlcatlcm  of  the  proposal  In 
the  Federal  Register  on  September  3, 
1975,  copies  were  widely  distributed  to 
industry  organizations  and  Individuals 
for  commmt. 

Interested  persons  were  given  until 
September  30,  1975  in  which  to  sulxnlt 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  ob¬ 
jections  regarding  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments.  Only  two  written  comments  were 
received  in  response  to  the  prtgiosaL  Both 
were  from  receivers  expressing  disap¬ 
proval  of  the  proposed  amendments  as. 
In  their  opinion,  they  would  serve  to 
“loosen"  the  requirements  of  the  stand¬ 
ards. 

llxe  Florida  Fresh  Citrus  Shippers  As- 


It  has  been  recognised  that  a  aero  tol¬ 
erance  for  fruit  affected  entaln  de¬ 
fects  is  too  rigid  and  unrealletlc.  Pro¬ 
ducers  find  that  citrus  fruit  totally  free 
of  natural  defects  such  as  worms  is  Im¬ 
practical  to  achieve  vmder  normal  grow¬ 
ing  and  harvesting  conditions.  Under  In¬ 
spection  procedures,  lots  of  citrus  fruit 
offered  for  inspection  and  certification 
are  sampled  for  examination.  Adequate 
and  representative  samples  of  the  entire 
lot  are  essential  for  accurate  certifica¬ 
tion.  However,  it  is  rec(^ized  that  no 
sampling  plan  short  of  100  percent  ex¬ 
amination  could  assure  that  all  fruits  in 
the  lot  are  free  of  certain  damage.  There¬ 
fore,  these  amendments  would  i^ovide  a 
one-half  of  one  percent  tolerance  for 


6tai.  1087.  as  amended;  UJ3.C.  1621- 
1627) ,  Bod  are  set  forth  below. 

These  amendments  are  effective  on 
November  22, 1975. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Domsld  E.  Wilkimson, 
Administrator. 

As  amended  §  51.1152  Tolerances,  and 
Tables  I  and  U,  in  the  UJ3.  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Florida  Oranges  and  Tangelos 
shall  remain  the  same  exc^t  for  the 
addition  of  acc^Hance  numbers  for 
wormy  fruit.  The  foregoing  amendment 
without  setting  forth  in  entirety  Tables 
I  and  n  shall  read  as  follows: 

Tolsbancks 
§  51.1152  Tolerances. 


soclatl(m  and  the  Florida  Citrus  Com-  fruit  affected  by  worms.  The  tolerance  is 


In  order  to  allow  for  variations  incl- 


misslon.  Department  of  Citrus  of  the 
State  of  Florida  have  requested  that  the 
UB.  Grade  Standards  for  Florida  Or¬ 
anges  and  Tangelos,  Gnq>ef  ruit  and  Tan¬ 
gerines  be  amended  to  provide  for  a  tol¬ 
erance  for  fruit  affected  by  worms.  Tlie 
existing  standards  for  these  commodities 
provide  no  such  tolerance. 


expressed  in  numbers  of  fruits  permitted 
in  existing  tolerance  tables,  based  on 
statistical  sampling. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented  by  interested  persons, 
these  proposed  amendments  are  hereby 
adopted  without  change  pursuant  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  (60 


dent  to  proper  grading  and  handling  in 
each  of  the  foregoing  grades,  based  on 
sample  inspection,  the  number  of  defec¬ 
tive  or  offsize  specimens  in  the  individual 
sample,  and  the  number  of  defective  or 
offsize  specimens  in  the  lot,  shall  be 
withlil  the  limitations  specified  in  Tables 
I  and  n. 


T.'^ble  1(a). — Skipping  point  *  for  1  through  SO  samptes 


Factor 

Grades 

Number  of  50-eoimt  samples  * 

1 

2 

2 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8  9  10  11  12  13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

30 

Aeaeptanee  numbers  *  (maiimum  perasltted) 

Wormy  firult _ 

AIL . 

1 

0 

1 

»1 

1 

2 

•2 

2 

3  33*3  3  4 

4 

•4 

4 

6 

S 

5 

5 

Vary  aciioaB  damage  inetaidlng 
dmy  and  wormy  findt. 
Total  defBCts  Inelndlng  decay. 

U.8.  Faaoy,  17.6. 
Na  1,  U.B.  No.  2. 

a 

4 

e 

9 

11 

14 

16 

18 

20  22  24  26  28  30 

S3 

85 

27 

SO 

41 

43 

45 

AH . 

s 

7 

12 

17 

22 

27 

32 

36 

41  45  SO  54  59  63 

68 

72 

76 

81 

85 

90 

94 

wormy  trolt,  and  Tory  aeri- 
oos  damage. 

Table  1(b). — Shipping  point 

‘  for  SI  through  iO  samples 

Factor 

Grades 

AU 

Number  of  50-eoant  Mmpl« ' 

21 

23 

23 

24 

26 

36 

27 

28  29  30  21  S3  33 

84 

26 

M 

27 

28 

SO 

40 

Acceptance  numbers  *  (maiiinnm  permitted) 

Wormy  frntt . 

AH . 

1 

»6 

e 

8 

• 

6 

•  6 

6 

7  7  7  7  *7  7 

8 

8 

8 

•  8 

8 

9 

9 

Very  serious  damage  Indadlng 

U.8.  Fancy,  TT.S. 

No.  L  U.8.  No.  X 
AIL . 

• 

47 

ia 

61 

S3 

64 

66 

68 

60  62  64  66  68  70 

72 

74 

71 

71 

•0 

81 

88 

d^y  and  wormy  fmlt. 
Total  defects  iaclading  decay, 
wormy  tmlt,  and  very  sen- 

« 

M 

ua 

107 

Ul 

116 

130 

124 

139  138  127  141  146  160 

164 

160 

162 

U7 

171 

174 

180 

- 

ons  dtmage. 

Table  U. 

— En  route  or  eU  ie^inaiion 

Factor 

Grades 

AL> 

Number  ot  SOeount  samplee  * 

1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8  9  K)  11  12  U 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

Aoeeptanoe  numbers '  (masimum  permitted) 

AH 

Very  serious  damage  other 

V  B.  Fancy,  TJ.B. 

6 

4 

e 

9 

11 

14 

18 

30  33  34  36  li  20 

■ 

li 

m 

20 

41 

41 

48 

than  decay  and  wormy 
fruit. 

No.  1,  D.8.  No.  X 

Total  defects  Inendlng  yery 

AH . . 

8 

7 

12 

W 

22 

27 

23 

M 

41  46  22  64  80  M 

N 

n 

n 

21 

26 

» 

M 

serious  damage  other  than 
decay  and  wormy  fruit. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


2.  As  amended  §  51.761  Tolerances,  and  Tables  I  fund  n, 
in  the  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Floiida  Grapefruit  «ha-ii 
remain  the  same  except  for  the  addition  of  acceptance  num¬ 


bers  for  wormy  fruit.  The  foregoing  amendment  without 
setting  forth  in  entirety  Tables  1  and  n  shall  read  as  follows: 


§  51.761  Tolerances. 

In  order  to  allow  for  variations  incident  to  proper  grading 
and  handling  in  each  of  the  foregc^ng  grsides,  based  on 
sample  inspection,  ttie  number  of  defecldve  or  offsize  speci- 


Tolerances 


mens  in  the  individual  sample,  and  the  number  of  defective 
or  offsize  specimens  in  the  lot,  shall  be  within  the  limitations 
specified  in  Tables  I  and  II. 


Table  1(a). — Shipping  point  ‘  for  1  through  SO  samples 


Number  of  33-coant  samples  • 

7.  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  18  17  18  '  19  20 


Wormy  fruit . .  All . . 

Very  serious  damage  Includ-  U.S.  Fancy,  U.8. 
lug  decay  and  wormy  fruit.  No.  1,  U.S.  No. 

2. 

Total  defects  Including  decay,  AIL . . 

wormy  fruit,  and  very  seri¬ 
ous  damage. 


Acceptance  numbers  ‘  (maximum  permitted) 


1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

•1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

*2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

•3 

3 

4 

4 

4 

4 

8 

5 

7 

8 

10 

11 

13 

14 

16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

23 

24 

25 

27 

28 

30 

31 

6 

5 

9 

12 

16 

19 

22 

25 

28 

31 

34 

37 

40 

44 

46 

49 

52 

55 

58 

61 

64 

Table  1(b). — Shipping  point^  for  21  through  J^O  samples 


Number  of  33-count  samples  * 

24  25  26  27  28  29  -  30  31  32  38  34  35  30  87  88  89  40 


Wormy  fruit . All . 1  4 


Very  serious  damage  Including  U.S.  Fancy,  U.S. 
decay  and  wormy  fruit.  No.  1,  U.S.  No.  2. 

Total  defects  including  decay,  All . . . . 

wormy  fruit,  and  very  seri¬ 
ous  damage. 


Acceptance  numbers  <  (maximum  permitted) 


5  5  5  5 

4  32  84  35  36  38  89  40  42  43  44  45  47  48  49  51  52  53  54  56  57 

6  67  70  73  76  79  82  84  87  90  93  96  99  102  105  107  no  113  116  119  122 


5560666  *6  0 

47  48  49  51  52  53  54  56  57 


Table  II. — En  route  or  at  destination 


Number  of  33-count  samples* 

8  9  10  11  12  13  14  U  10  17  18  19  20 


Acceptance  numbers  *  (Maximum  permitted) 


Wormy  fruit . . . 

AU . 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

*1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

«2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

8 

<3 

8 

4 

4 

4 

Very  serious  damage  other 
them  decay  and  wormy  fruit. 

U.S.  Fancy,  U.S. 
No.  L  U.S.  No.  2. 

4 

3 

5 

7 

8 

10 

U 

13 

14 

16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

23 

24 

25 

27 

28 

30 

31 

Total  defects  including  very 
serious  damage  other  than 
decay  and  wormy  fruit. 

AU . 

6 

5 

9 

12 

16 

19 

22 

25 

28 

31 

34 

37 

40 

44 

46 

49 

52 

55 

58 

61 

64 

3.  As  amended  §  51.1816  Tolerances,  and  Tables  I  and  n,  bers  for  wormy  fruit 
In  the  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Florida  Tangerines  shall  setting  forth  in  entirel 
remain  the  same  except  for  the  addition  of  acceptance  num- 

Tolerances 

§  51.1818  Tolerances. 

In  order  to  allow  for  variations  incident  to  proper  grading  mens  in  the  individut 
nnd  ha-ndiing  in  each  x>f  the  foregoing  grsides,  bsised  on  or  offsize  specimens  ii 
sample  inspection,  the  number  of  defective  or  offsize  speci-  specified  in  Tables  I  a 

Table  1(a). — Shipping  point  *  for  1  through  SO  samples 


bers  for  wormy  fruit.  TTie  foregoing  amendment  without 
setting  forth  in  entirety  Tables  I  and  II  shall  read  as  follows: 


mens  in  the  individual  sample,  and  the  number  of  defective 
or  offsize  specimens  in  the  lot,  shall  be  within  the  limitations 
specified  in  Tables  I  and  n. 


Number  of  50-ooant  samples  * 


Wormy  frntt - 

Very  aetloas  damage  Imdudliig  U.8;  Fanoy.  UA.- 
decay  and  wormy  tndt:  Noi  1,  UJA  No.  I 

Total  defeotiloctaidiog  decay,  AIL.r.T.^.s-.c-.c.:. 
wormy  trait,  Hid  vwy 
seitoos  damage.' 


1 

3 

1 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

M) 

11 

13 

13 

14 

U 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

Acceptance  numbers  •  (maximum  permitted) 

1 

g 

1 

•  1 

1 

3 

*3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

•3 

3 

4 

4 

•4 

4 

6 

5 

6 

i 

• 

4 

9 

t 

U 

M 

M 

IS 

20 

23 

34 

26 

28 

80 

83 

85 

37 

39 

41 

43 

46 

t 

t 

V 

31 

W 

S3 

36 

41 

45 

60 

6i 

59 

63 

68 

73 

76 

31 

81 

90 

04 
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Tablk  1(b). — Shipping  point  *  for  tl  through  Jfi  tamplet 


Factor 

Gtadci 

KnmlMr  al80«oaa8  MmplH  * 

a 

a 

n 

a 

a 

a 

a  a  a  a  a  a  a 

M 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

Aeec{>tanca  numtMcc  *  (maxfamnn  pennlttod) 

Wormy  fruit . . . 

An........:.......- 

1 

•6 

8 

6 

8 

•8 

8  T  T  T  T  *7  Y 

t 

8 

8 

*8 

8 

8 

8 

Very  serious  damage  InclndloK 

U.8.  Fancy,  U.8. 
Na  1,  U,8.  No.  1 

• 

<7 

48 

81 

68 

14 

M 

n  «  a  M  M  a  70 

13 

w 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

decay  and  wormy  fruit. 

Total  defects  lnclnaln|  deeay, 
wormy  fruit,  and  very 

An. . . 

8 

« 

101 

107 

111 

ne 

120 

124  129  133  187  141  140  160 

184 

UB 

MB' 

ar 

m 

IN 

ISO 

serious  damage. 

Table  II.— 

-En  rovie  or  at  destination 

Factor 

Grades 

AL> 

Number  of  SOoount  aamplee  * 

1 

2 

8 

4 

s 

0 

7  8  9  10  U  12  18 

14 

18 

M 

V 

a 

a 

a 

AecepUnoe  numben  *  (marirtinm  pennltted)  I 


Wonny  fruit . All . .  10  1‘1  1  2‘2  2  3  3  3*3  3  4  4*4  4  B  6  SB 

Very  serious  damage  other  U.8.  Fancy,  U.8.  04  0  Sll  -  14  16  18  20  22  24  26  28  S0  38  85  l7aB414iBB 

than  decay  and  wormy  fruit.  No.  1,  XT.B.  No.  2. 

Total  defects  including  very  All .  87  12  17  22  27  32  36  41  45  S054S9  63tt72  7«S186MM 

serious  damage  other  than 
decay  and  wormy  fruit. 


(Secs.  203,  205,  60  Stat.  1067,  as  amended,  1090  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1622,  1624) 
[PR Doc.75-28160  Piled  10rl7-75;8:45  am] 


PART  52— PROCESSED  FRUITS  AND 
VEGETABLES,  PROCESSED  PRODUCTS 
THEREOF,  AND  CERTAIN  OTHER 
PROCESSED  FOOD  PRODUCTS* 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

On  page  33043  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  August  6, 1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  that  would 
amend  the  Regulations  Governing  In¬ 
spection  and  Certification  of  Processed 
FTnits  and  Vegetables  and  Related  Prod¬ 
ucts  (7  CFR  52.1-52.83) .  Interested  per¬ 
sons  were  given  30  days  (to  Septmber  8, 
1975)  in  which  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posal  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture. 

The  proposed  amendments  to  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  Governing  Inspection  and  Cer¬ 
tification  of  Processed  Fruits  and  V^e- 
tables  and  Related  Products  included: 

(1)  Revised  and  additional  definitions 
of  terms  for  the  types  of  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ices; 

(2)  Revised  sampling  plans; 

(3)  Inclusion  of  new  inspection  marks; 
and 

(4)  Revised  rules  for  the  use  of  the 
sampling  mark. 

The  previously  defined  pack  certifica¬ 
tion  inspection  service  was  limited  to 
designated  lots.  The  pack  certification 
type  service  is  now  expanded  to  include 
a  “Quality  Assurance”  type  of  inspection 
contract. 

This  type  of  inspection  was  requested 
by  some  users  of  the  Inspection  service  to 
minimise  duplication  of  inspection  efforts 
between  plant  quality  control  and  AM8 
and  to  reduce  inspection  costs. 


*Notz:  CompUance  with  the  provisions  of 
these  Regulations  shall  not  ncuse  faUure  to 
comply  wini  the  provislonB  at  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetle  Act.  or  with  i^- 
pUcable  State  laws  and  regulations. 


This  type  of  service  provides  assurance 
to  the  processor  that  his  own  qusJity  con¬ 
trol  efforts  are  adequate  and  that  the 
evaluations  of  product  characteristics 
can  be  relied  upon. 

In  §  52.38  Table  m,  for  Groups  2  and 
3.  the  “3  poimd”  reference  is  changed  to 
60  oimces.  A  cfunmon  can  size  included  in 
Group  2  sampling  includes  a  can  size 
which,  when  filled  with  certain  products, 
may  have  a  net  weight  slightly  in  excess 
of  48  ounces.  This  proposed  increase  in 
the  Group  2  maximum  weight  does  not 
change  the  sampling  rate,  but  is  intended 
to  include  this  can  size  in  Group  2  regard¬ 
less  of  variations  in  net  weight  due  to 
types  of  products  contained  within. 

Tables  IV  smd  V  in  §  52.38  are  amended 
by  adding  provisions  for  a  smaller  sam¬ 
ple  size  for  on-line  inspection  than  for 
lot  inspecticm.  The  smaller  sample  is 
practical  because  the  on-line  Inspection 
includes  additional  information  about 
the  product  from  raw  material  through 
to  the  finished  product. 

A  new  inspei^on  msurk  is  included  in 
§  52.53  so  that  plans  operating  under  the 
new  “Quality  Assurance”  type  inspection 
contract  may  distinguish  th^  products 
with  an  approved  identification.  It  is  the 
policy  of  the  Department  to  provide  in¬ 
spection  marks  whereby  products  packed 
imder,  or  monitored  by  various  USDA  in¬ 
spection  services  may  be  so  identified  in 
the  commercial  trade. 

The  “officiary  sampled”  mark  has  al¬ 
ways  beoi  available  to  identify  a  product 
that  has  been  (^ciaJly  sampled  and  in¬ 
spected  by  the  Department.  The  current 
regulations  prc^blt  placing  this  stamp 
on  any  case  with  a  grade  designation 
on  it  or  the  packages  within,  until  the 
product  has  been  graded  to  verify  that 
it  meets  the  declared  grade. 

This  restriction  is  being  deleted  to  pro¬ 
mote  a  more  economical,  efficient  and 
orderly  conduct  of  the  inspection  service. 


This  is  acciunplished  by: 

(1)  re-atnphaslzing  the  fact  that  the 
sampling  marie  denotes  only  that  a  par¬ 
ticular  lot  was  “officially  sampled.”  The 
sampling  mark  is  not  intended  to  indi¬ 
cate  compliance  or  non-compliance  with 
a  specification,  requirement,  regulation, 
or  label  declaration; 

(2)  rediudng  the  ai8;>licant  inspection 
costs  in  those  instances  where  cases  are 
not  stamped  at  time  of  sampling  and  a 
return  trip  is  required;  and 

(3)  permittii^  the  stamping  of  lots 
at  time  of  Sampling  so  that  positive  iden¬ 
tification  can  be  maintained.  This  is  an 
important  aspect  in  those  situations 
whwe  control  of  the  lot  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  necessary  or  required. 

As  of  the.  close  of  business  on  Sep¬ 
tember  10,  1975  the  Department’s  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk  had  received  no  submitted  data, 
views,  or  arguments,  ’two  (2)  comments 
were  indirectly  received.  The  comments 
from  a  California  consiuners  organisa¬ 
tion  are  not  pertinent  to  the  Regulations. 
The  comments  of  a  food  industry  mem¬ 
ber  generally  agreed  with  the  proposal. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  postpone  the  effective  date  beyond 
October  20. 1975  (5  UH.C.  553) .  in  that: 

1.  The  processing  industry  affected  by 
the  amended  Regulations  is  familiar  with 
the  amendments; 

2.  Additional  time  is  not  need  for  the 
industry  to  make  isreparatiims  fmr  (xxn- 
pliance  with  the  amended  Regulatlmif ; 

3.  The  amendm«its  were  subjected  to 
a  request  for  comments,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  prior  to  these  rule  making  luroce- 
dures.  No  adverse  comm«its  were  re- 
c^ved;  and 

4.  Bendfit  to  the'consumer  can  accrue 
because  of  an  Immediate  implementation 
of  a  new,  less  costly  form  of  quality 
inspectiim. 
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The  proposed  amendments  to  the-Reg- 
Illations  Governing  Inspection  and  Certt- 
llcation  of  Processed  F^ts  and  Vege¬ 
tables  and  Related  Products  are  her^y 
promulgated  without  change,  and  are  set 
forth  below  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Agricultural  liCarketlng 
Act  of  1946,  as  ammded  (Sec.  205,  00 
Stat.  1090,  as  amended  (7  CJFR  U.S.C. 
1624)). 

Effective  date:  October  20, 1975. 

Dated:  October  10, 1975. 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Administrator. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

1.  In  S  52.2  under  the  de^tion  for 
“Inspection  service;  types  of”  paragraph 
(c)  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  52,2  Terms  defined. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Inspection  service;  types  of. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(c)  Pack  Certification  is  the  conduct 
of  Inspection  and  grading  services  in  an 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

approved  idant  wherdjy  <me  or  m^e  In¬ 
spectors  may  make  Inspecttcms  of  tiba 
preparatliMi  and  processing  of  products 
but  are  not  required  to  be  present  at  an 
times  the  plant  is  in  oporatlcm. 

(1)  Under  a  Designated  Lot  contract* 
Inspectors  will  grade  and  c^itlfy  only 
those  lots  designated  by  the  applicant 

(2)  Under  a  Quality  Assurance  con¬ 
tract,  Inspector(s)  will  use  information 
available  from  the  applicant’s  quality 
control  records  to  certify  lots,  as  re¬ 
quested,  and  will  grade  lots  at  random 
as  often  as  necessary  to  verify  the  relia¬ 
bility  of  the  applicant’s  quality  control 
system. 

•  •  •  *  * 

§  52.38  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  52.38,  Table  in,  under  the 
Group  2  and  Group  3  headings  in  the 
first  column,  the  “3  poimd”  reference  is 
changed  to  read  “60  ounces.” 

3.  In  §  52.38,  Tables  IV  and  V  are  re¬ 
vised  by  deleting  the  bottom  row  (headed 
“Sample  Size-Acceptance  Nmnb^)  and 
substituting  the  following  in  both  tables: 


Lot  tiwmctlon; 

Sample  stM  (No.  of  aamtde  wilts)  * _ ; _ _  S  6  1S  21  29  38  48  M 

Aeoeptanoe  number _  7 _  0128460  7 


Oii.|ine  in-plant  inspection: 

Bami^  sse  (No.  of  sample  units)  * _ _ _ _  8  0  0  18  21  29  88  48 

Aeoeptanoe  number _ ■.  ^  ■ _  0112848  • 


(Non:  There  is  no  change  proposed  In  the  footnotes) 

4.  In  S  52.53,  paragraphs  (a) .  (b> ,  (c) , 
((D.  and  (e)  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.53  Approved  identification. 

(a)  General.  Use  ol  the  approved 
id^tification  marks  described  and  illus¬ 
trated  in  figures  1  thrmieh  10  of  this 
section  is  restricted  to  processed  prod¬ 
ucts  that: 

(1)  Are  clean,  safe,  and  wholesome; 

(2)  Have  been  produced  In  an  ap¬ 
proved  plant; 

(3)  Are  truthfully  and  accurately 
labeled; 

(4)  Meet  the  quality  requirements  for 
UH.  Grade  C  or  better; 

(5)  Meet  applicable  fill  weight  and/ 
or  drained  weli^t.  condition  of  container 
criteria,  Brlx  or  other  characteristics  of 
a  commodity  related  to  market  value; 
and 

(0)  Have  been  certified,  or  have  been 
Inspected  and  are  eligttile  for  certifica¬ 
tion,  by  an  Inspector;  and.  In  addition, 
meet  the  specific  requlrranents  stated  in 
paragraphs  (b),  (c),  and  (d)  of  this 
eectkXL 

(b)  Inspection  {Continuous)  grade 
and  inspection  marks.  The  official  maria 
approved  for  use  by  plants  operating 
under  USDA  continuous  inspection  serv¬ 
ice  catenets  Shan  be  similar  in  form  and 
design  to  the  ezamides  in  figure  1 
through  10  of  this  section:  Provided, 
That  the  ofBclal  marks  illustrated  by  fig¬ 
ures  8  and  9  are  limited  to  products 
packed  by  plants  operating  under  an  ap¬ 
proved  QuaUty  Assurance  type  of  inspec¬ 
tion  contract:  And  provided  further. 
That  the  inspection  maria  illustrated  in 


figures  1  through  4  may  only  be  used  on 
IHroducts  packed  by  plants  opoutlng 
under  USDA  continuous  inspection. 


FIGURE  2. 


Statement  enclosed 
within  a  shield. 

FIGURES. 


PACKED  UNDER 
CONTINUOUS 
INSPECTION 
OF  THE 
U.  S,  DEPTrOF 
AGRICULTURE 

Statement  without  the  use  of  the  shield. 
FIGURE  4. 

(c)  In-plant  inspection  {other  than 
continuous)  grade  and  inspection  marks. 
’Ihe  official  marks  aimroved  for  use  by 
plants  (grating  imder  USDA  Inspection 
service  contracts  (other  than  continu¬ 
ous)  requiring  a  resident  Inspector  shtdl 
be  limited  to  those  similar  In  f(mn  and 
design  to  the  examides  in  figures  5 
through  10  of  this  section;  Provided. 
’That  the  official  marks  illustrated  by  fig¬ 
ures  8  and  9  are  limited  to  products 
packed  by  plants  operating  under  an  ap¬ 
proved  Quality  Assurance  type  of  an  In¬ 
spection  contract. 


Shield  uang  red,  wlike,  and  blue  bsekmuad 
'*  or  odier  colors  appropriate  fior  laoeL 

FIGURE  5. 
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PACKED  UNDER 
QUALITY  ASSURANCE 
PROGRAM 


U.  S.  GRADE 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 
WASHIN6T0N,  I.C. 


U.S.  DEPT.  OF  AGRICULTURE 


(  FANCY  ) 


Statement  without  the  use  of  the  shield. 


Shield  with  plain 
background* 

FIGURE  6. 


FIGURE  9 


FIGURE  11 


(d)  Approved  plant-lot  inspection 
grade  marks.  Processed  products  that  are 
produced  In  an  approved  plant  and  In¬ 
spected  and  certified  by  an  inspector  on 
a  lot  Imsls  may  be  labeled  with  an  official 
grade  mark,  not  in  a  shield  design,  such 
as  is  illustrated  by  marks  (1)  and  (2)  of 
figture  10.  Failure  to  haVe  all  lots,  bear¬ 
ing  such  official  marks,  inspect^  and 
certified  shall  be  cause  for  the  debarment 
of  services  and  such  other  actions  as 
provided  for  in  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946. 


[PR  Doc.75-28040  Plied  10-17-76;8;46  am] 


(CHOICE) 


(I)  U.  S.  GRADE  A 


Shield  with  plain 
background. 

FIGURE?. 


(2)  U.  S.  CHOICE 


Grade  marks  not  in  shield  design. 


PACKED  UNDR 
QUALITY  ASSURANCE 
PROGRAM 


FIGURE  10, 


1  Tbe  artlelM  hereby  exen^ted  remain  wuBbm 
Ject  to  iHn>Uo*ble  reetrlctlone  under  other 
quarantines. 


FIGURE  8 
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the  applicable  conditions  prescribed  in 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
and  have  not  been  exposed  td  Infestation 
after  cleaning  or  other  handling  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  said  paragraphs: 

(a)  Potting  soil,  if  commercially  pre¬ 
pared,  packaged,  and  shipped  in  ori^nal 
containers. 

(b)  Transplants,  if  substantially  free  * 
of  soil. 

(Secs.  8  and  9,  37  Stat.  318,  as  amended,  sec. 
108,  71  Stat.  33  (7  US.C.  161,  162,  ISOee);  37 
FB  28464,  28477,  as  amended;  38  FR  19141) 

The  Deputy  Administrator  of  the  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine  Programs  has 
foimd  that  facts  exist  as  to  the  pest  risk 
involved  in  the  movement  of  such  arti¬ 
cles  which  make  it  safe  to  relieve  the  re¬ 
quirements  as  provided  herein. 

11118  amendment  relieves  certain  re¬ 
strictions  heretofore  imposed,  and  should 
be  made  effective  promptly  in  order  to  be 
of  maximum  benefit  to  the  persons  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  restrictions  that  are  being 
relieved.  Also,  it  does  not  appear  that 
additional  information  would  be  made 
available  to  the  Department  by  public 
participation  in  rulemaking  proce^ings 
on  the  amendment.  Accordingly,  it  is 
found,  under  the  administrative  proce¬ 
dure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  that 
notice  and  other  public  procedure  with 
respect  to  this  amendment  are  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  unnecessary,  and  good  cause 
is  found  for  making  it  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Effective  date.  Hie  amendment  shall 
become  effective  October  20, 1975. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15  day 
at  October  1975. 

James  O.  Lee,  Jr., 
Deputy  Administrator,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine 
Programs. 

inet  Doc.75-28163  FUed  10-17-75:8:46  am] 


PART  301— DOMESTIC  QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Japanese  Beetle  Quarantine  and 
Regulations 

•  The  purpose  of  this  document  is  to 
ameiKi  the  Kst  of  Japanese  beetle  regulatod 
artlclet.  • 

•naSB  document  amends  I  301.43(b)  of 
Japanese  beetle  quarantine  and  regtila- 


•  HoS  Bofflcteni  aoQ  to  baibcr  Japiiniea 
baatto  larvsa. 


tions  (7  <2PR  301.48(b))  by  deleting 
compost,  decomposed  manure,  humus, 
muck,  and  peat;  plant  crowns  and  roots 
for  propagation;  true  Inilbs,  corms,  rhi¬ 
zomes,  and  tubers  of  ornamental  plants; 
and  used  mechanized  soil-moving  equip¬ 
ment  from  the  list  of  regulated  articles 
specified  in  subparagraph  (1) ;  and  by 
deleting  used  mechanized  soil-moving 
equipment  from  the  list  of  regulated  ar¬ 
ticles  specified  in  subparagraph  (2) . 

These  articles  are  being  deleted  from 
these  lists  of  regulated  articles  because 
empirical  data  in  the  Department  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  movement  of  the  deleted 
articles  would  present  only  a  minimal.  If 
any,  risk  of  spread  of  the  Japanese 
beetle. 

Section  301.48(b)  of  the  Japanese 
beetle  quarantine  and  regulations  is  fur¬ 
ther  amended  by  excepting  from  the  list 
of  regulated  articles  specified  in  subpar¬ 
agraph  (1),  greenhouse-grown  plants. 
Movement  of  greenhouse-grown  plants 
present  minimal,  if  any,  risk  of  spread 
of  the  Japanese  beetle. 

Ac(»)rdingly,  S  301.48(b)  of  the  Japa¬ 
nese  beetle  quarantine  and  regulations 
is  hereby  amended  as  set  forth  below: 

1.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  301.48  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  301.48  Quarantine;  restrictions  on  in¬ 
terstate  movement  of  specified  regu¬ 
lated  articles. 

•  •  «  »  « 

(b)  Quarantine  restrictions  on  inter¬ 
state  movement  of  specified  regulated 
articles.  No  common  carrier  or  other  per¬ 
son  shall  move  Interstate  from  any  quar¬ 
antined  State  any  of  the  following 
articles  (defined  in  §  301.48-1  (p)  as  regu¬ 
lated  articles),  except  in  accordance 
with  the  conditions  prescribed  in  this 
subpart: 

(I)  When  moved  from  any  generally 
Infested  area,  or  any  area  outside  the 
regulated  areas,  in  a  quarantined  State: 

(U  Soil,  separately  or  with  other 
things; 

(II)  Plants  with  roots  except  house- 
plants  grown  In  the  home  and  not  for 
sale,  grewihouse-grown  plants,  soU-fiee 
aquatlo  plants,  moss,  and  I^copodtom 
(dnbmosB  or  ground  pine  or  running 
pine) ; 


(iii)  Grass  sod; 

(iv)  Any  other  products,  articles,  or 
means  of  conveyance  of  any  character 
whatsoever,  not  covered  by  paragraphs 
(b)  (1)  (i)  through  (iii)  of  this  section, 
when  it  is  determined  by  an  inspector 
that  they  present  a  hazard  of  spread  of 
the  Japanese  beetle,  and  the  person  in 
possession  thereof  has  been  so  notified. 

(2)  When  moved  from  any  suppres¬ 
sive  area  in  a  quarantined  State: 

(1)  Bulk  soil; 

(ii)  Any  other  products,  articles,  or 
means  of  conveyance  of  any  character 
whatsoever,  not  covered  by  paragraph 
(b)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section,  when  it  is  de¬ 
termined  by  an  inspector  that  they  pre¬ 
sent  a  hazard  of  spread  of  the  Japanese 
beetle,  and  the  person  in  possession 
thereof  has  been  so  notified. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  8  «nd  9,  37  Stat.  318,  as  amended,  sec. 
106,  71  Stat.  33;  (7  DB.C.  161,  162,  150ee); 
37  FR  28464,  28477;  38  FR  19141.) 

This  action  relieves  restrictions  here¬ 
tofore  imposed,  and  it  should  be  made 
effective  promptly  in  order  to  be  of  maxi¬ 
mum  benefit  to  the  persons  subject  to 
the  restrictions  that  are  being  relieved. 
Also,  it  does  not  appear  that  additional 
information  would  be  made  available  to 
the  Department  by  puUic  participation 
in  rulemaking  proceedings  concerning 
this  amendment.  Accordingly,  it  is  found, 
Nunder  the  administrative  procedure  pro¬ 
visions  in  5  n.S.C.  553,  that  notice  (ff 
rulemaking  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  amendment  are  im¬ 
practicable  and  unnecessary,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  it  effective  less 
than  30  days  afto*  puUication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Effective  date.  This  amaidment  shall 
''bec(Hne  effective  cm  October  20,  1975. 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  15th 
day  of  October  1975. 

James  O.  Lee,  Jr.. 
Deputy  Administrator,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine 
Programs, 

[FB  D00.78-2816S  FUed  1(^17-16:8:45  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  saction  of  th«  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  noticas  to  tho  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpoaa  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service 
[45CFRPart205] 

GENERAL  ADMINISTRATION— PUBLIC 
ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Standards  of  Personnel  Administration 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  regu¬ 
lations  set  forth  in  tentative  form  below 
are  proposed  by  the  Acting  Administra¬ 
tor.  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service, 
with  the  apmroval  the  Secretary  of 
Health.  Bducation,  and  Welfare.  The 
regulations  amend  the  current  45  CFH 
205.200.  Standards  of  Personnel  Admin¬ 
istration.  with  three  changes  necessita¬ 
ted  by  legisistian  macted  and  regula¬ 
tions  published  since  the  last,  amend¬ 
ment  (37  FB 14723,  July  22, 1072) .  These 
changes  are:  (1)  The  addition  of  title 
XX  in  paragraph  (a) ;  (2)  the  delegation 
of  authority  to  the  U.S.  Civil  Service 
Commission  t(L4)rescrlbe  standards  un¬ 
der  the  Intergovernmental  Personnel 
Act  of  1070  (Pub.  L.  01-048) ;  and.  (3) 
the  sidsnittal  of  statements  and  cita¬ 
tions  providing  assurance  of  conform¬ 
ity  to  the  UJ3.  Ctvii  Sorvice  Commission 
under  the  central  submittal  system  pub¬ 
lished  in  5  C¥R.  Part  000.  f  900.604  (30 
PR  31513.  August  29.  1974) . 

Prim:  to  the  adoption  of  the  proposed 
regulatUms.  consideration  will  be  given 
to  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
jectiims  thereto  addressed  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service,  Department  of  Health.  Educa¬ 
tion.  and  Welfare.  P.O.  Box  2382,  Wash- 
ingttm.  D.C.  20013,  and  received  on  or 
before  November  19,  1975. 

Such  comments  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  Room  5225  of  the 
Departtnent's  offices  at  330  C  Street,  SW., 
Wadilngton.  D.C.,  beginning  approxi¬ 
mately  two  weeks  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  FsoxtsL  Registek,  on  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday  of  each  week  from 
8:30  ajn.  to  5:00  pjn.  (area  Code  202 
245-0950) . 

(Sec.  1102,  49  Stat.  647  (42  XTA.C.  1302) ) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Mo. 
13.761.  Public  Aaslstanoe-Malntenance  Acslet- 
ance  (SUte  Aid);  13.714,  Medical  AasUtanoe 
Pn^irams,  13.724,  Public  Assistance-State  and 
Local  Tralntog;  13.748,  Wott.  Incentive  Pro- 
gram-caiild  Oare -Employment  Related  Serv¬ 
ices,  and  13.754,  Public  Assistance-Social 
Servioes.) 

Dated:  September  16, 1975. 

John  A.  Svahn, 

AcUng  Administrator,  Social  oad 
ROiabiUtaiion  Service. 

Approved;  October  14, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary.  ~ 


Part  205,  Chapter  n.  Title  45  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  revising  S  205.200  to  read  as  follows: 

§  205.200  Staadards  of  personii^  ad- 

nsinistratioiu 

(a)  A  State  plan  under  title  I,  IV-A, 
VI,  X,  XIV,  XVI,  XIX,  or  XX  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  shall  provide  that 
methods  of  personnel  administration  will 
be  established  and  maintained  In  the 
State  agency  administering  or  supervis¬ 
ing  the  State  plan  and  In  local  agoicies 
administering  the  State  plan  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  Standards  for  a  Merit 
System  of  Personnel  Administration,  45 
CFR  Part  70  and  any  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  H.S.  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  208  of  the  Inter¬ 
governmental  Personnel  Act  of  1970 
modifying  or  superseding  such  stand¬ 
ards.  Under  this  requirement.  State  laws, 
rules,  regulations,  and  policy  statements 
effectuating  such  methods  of  personnel 
administration  are  a  part  of  the  State 
plan.  Statements  of  acceptance  of  these 
standards  by  all  official  local  agencies  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  State  plan  must  be  ob¬ 
tained  and  methods  must  be  established 

the  State  to  assure  compliance  by  local 
jurisdictions.  These  statements  and  cita¬ 
tions  oi  iq)plieaUe  State  laws,  rules, 
regulations,  and  polleies  which  provide 
assurance  of  cmifmrmity  to  the  standards 
In  45  CHR  Part  70  or  to  modifying  or  su¬ 
perseding  standards  issued  by  the  Com- 
mission  must  be  submitted  to  the  US. 
C^ivli  Service  Commission  in  accordance 
with  5  CRl  Part  900  fmr  determination 
as  to  adequacy^  Copies  of  the  materials 
cited  and  of  similar  local  materials 
maintained  by  a  State  official  responsible 
for  compUance  by  kx^  jurisdictions 
must  be  furnished  to  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  on 
request. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion.  and  Welfare  shall  exercise  no  au¬ 
thority  with  rei3>ect  to  the  selection, 
tenure  of  office,  or  compensation  of  any 
individual  employed  in  accordance  with 
such  methods. 

(c)  The  State  plan  must  provide  that 
the  State  agency  win  devdop  and  hnple- 
meat  an  affirmative  action  plan  tor  equal 
employment  opportunity  In  all  aspects  of 
persomiei  administration  as  specified  in 
S  70.4  of  thte  title.  The  affirmative  action 
plan  win  provide  for  specific  action  steps 
and  timetables  to  assure  such  equal 
oi^M>rtunity.  The  plan  «haii  be 
available  for  review  upon  request 

(PR  Doc.75-38128  PUed  10-1 7-76;  8 -.45  am] 


Social  Security  Administration 
[  20  CFR  Part  416  ] 

(Beg.  No.  16] 

SUPPLEMENTAL  SECURITY  INCOME  FOR 
THE  AGED,  BLIND,  AND  DISABLED  ' 

Unearned  Income;  Support  aiNl 

Memtenance 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U£.C. 
553)  that  the  amendmoit  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  which  is  set  forth  in  tentative  form 
is  proposed  by  the  Commissioner  of  So¬ 
cial  Security,  with  the  awrofval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare.  The  proposed  amendment,  set  forth 
bekm  revises  Siibpart  K  of  Part  416  at 
8  416.1125  (unearned  Income;  support 
and  maintenance) . 

The  proposed  amendment  implements 
section  4  of  Public  Law  93-484  which 
amends  section  1612(a)  (2)  (A)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  retroactive  to  Janu¬ 
ary  1974  and  which  provides  tiiat  the 
value  of  any  support  and  maintenance 
provided  to  an  individual  residing  in  a 
nonprofit  retirement  home  or  similar 
nonprofit  Institution  shall  be  excluded 
from  income  If  such  sxipport  and  main¬ 
tenance  is  provided  by  the  institution  it¬ 
self  without  receiving  any  payment 
therefor,  or  if  payment  therefor  is  made 
by  another  nonprofit  organization.  How¬ 
ever,  section  4  of  Public  Law  93-484  fur¬ 
ther  provides  that  the  exclusion  does  not 
apply  if  the  organization  or  Institution 
has  undertaken  an  express  obligation  to 
provide  full  support  and  maintenance 
without  receiving  any  current  or  future 
payment  therefor. 

Conversely,  it  should  be  noted  that 
section  4  of  Public  Law  93-484  is  not 
applicable  to  support  and  maintenance 
pi^ded  tiirough  a  public  Institution  (or 
from  a  public  source)  or  through  a  pri¬ 
vate  for-profit  facility,  nor  is  it  applicable 
to  payments  by  thikl  parties  (such  as 
friends  or  rdattves)  to  an  institution  for 
support  or  maintenance.  In  those  limited 
situations  where  an  Individual  is  eligible 
while  in  a  public  Institution,  support  and 
maintenance  provided  by  a  public  insti¬ 
tution  mtffit  be  Included  in  computing  In¬ 
come.  Ordinarily,  payments  by  individ¬ 
uals  to  for-profit  Instltutkms  are  com¬ 
mercial  transactions  and  do  not  r^ult 
in  In-klnd  Income  to  those  individuals. 
Hovrever,  In  an  Institutions— pidSIic.  pri¬ 
vate  nonprofit,  or  prcfflt-maklng-^pay- 
ments  by  third  parties  give  rise  to  in-kind 
Income  to  the  indlviduel  (except  when  a 
private  nonprofit  erganlzattoa  makes  a 
paynwnt  to  a  private  xuxiproflt  institu¬ 
tion).  These  poiieieB  wffl  be  set  out  in 
further  amendmenots  to  i  416.1125  of  the 
regulatlms  to  be  pobUshed  shortly  as 
Notice  of  Prcgxxsed  Rule  Making. 
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The  proposed  amendment  to  the  reg¬ 
ulations  also  relates  to  situatioDs  in 
which  an  individual  living  in  a  house¬ 
hold  receives  support  or  maintenance,  or 
both  support  and  maintenance,  but  the 
statutonr  requirements  for  a  one-third 
reduction  in  the  payment  standard  for 
living  in  the  household  of  another  does 
not  apply.  In  such  situations,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  value  of  the  in-kind  support  or 
maintenance  will  be  presumed  to  be 
that  amount  which,  for  an  individual 
with  no  other  income,  would  reduce  the 
applicable  supplemental  security  income 
pasunent  standard  by  one-third.  The  in- 
dl^dual  may  rebut  this  presumption  by 
establishing  that  the  current  market 
value  of  such  support  and  maintenance, 
less  any  pasunent  he  makes  therefor,  is 
less  than  the  presumed  value. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the  reg¬ 
ulations  further  provides  that,  where  an 
individual  lives  in  the  household  of  an¬ 
other  and  the  one-third  reduction  provi¬ 
sion  is  applicable,  the  value  of  additicmal 
support  or  maintenance,  or  both  support 
and  maintenance,  received  in  kind  from 
a  person  other  than  the  householder 
with  whom  the  Individual  lives  will  be 
excluded  from  Income  for  pmposes  of 
determining  eligibility  for  and  amoimt 
of  supplemental  security  income  pay¬ 
ments. 

In  addition,  the  amendment  makes 
clear  that,  xmless  otherwise  specified, 
value  means  current  market  value. 

Inasmuch  as  secticm  4  of  Public  Law 
93-484  amends  section  1612(a)  (2)  (A)  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  retroactively  to 
January  1974,  the  rules  set  forth  in 
S  416.1125(f)  of  the  proposed  amendment 
to  the  regulaticms  be  applied  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  during 
the  period  beginning  January  1,  1974. 
when  the  new  program  became  ef¬ 
fective,  imtll  a  final  regulation  is 
adopted.  The  rules  set  forth  in'  §  416.- 
1125(b)  (2),  (d)  and  (e)  of  the  prcq^osed 
amendment  pertaining  to  support 
maintenance  provided  to  individuals  liv¬ 
ing  in  hous^olds  will  be  applied  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  with  re¬ 
spect  to  supplemental  security  Income 
benefits  payable  for  months  beginning 
with  Deconber  1974,  until  a  final  regula¬ 
tion  is  adopted. 

It  should  be  noted  that  S  416.1125  was 
first  published  as  an  interim  regulati<m 
for  comment  on  October  3,  1973,  and  a 
numb^  oi  cconments  were  received  rat¬ 
ing  to  the  one-third  reduction  for  Itviiig 
In  the  housdhold  ot  another.  This  sec¬ 
tion  has  been  removed  from  Subpart  K 
of  the  final  regulations  and  will  continue 
In  effect,  as  bm  amKided,  on  an  interim 
basis  until  a  final  regulcdlcm  is  adc^ted. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoptlmi  of  the 
amendment  to  the  regulations,  consid¬ 
eration  win  be  given  to  any  data,  vlewB, 
or  arguments  pertaining  thereto  which 
are  submitted  in  writing  in  triplicate  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Social  Security, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  P.O.  Box  1585,  Baltimore,  Ifary- 
land  31203,  on  or  b^ore  November  19. 
1975.  0(»sid«ratl(m  wfll  also  be  given  to 
aU  comments  received  in  response  to  the 


Notice  of  Pr(HK)sed  Rule  Making  pub¬ 
lished  on  October  3,  1973. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  as  well  as  to  the 
earlier  one  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  during  regular  business  hours 
at  the  Washington  Inquiries  Section, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Social  Security 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  North  Building, 
Room  4146,  330  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  to  be  is¬ 
sued  imder  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  1102  and  1631(d)(1)  of  the  So¬ 
cial  Security  Act,'  49  Stat.  647,  as 
amended.  86  Stat.  1476;  42  U.S.C.  1302, 
and  1383(d)  (1) ;  and  section  1612  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  88  Stat.  1460;  42 
U.S.C.  1382(a).  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  93-484. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.807,  Supplemental  Security  In¬ 
come  Program.) 

Dated:  June  30, 1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  oi  Social  Security. 

'  Approved;  October  14, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

Part  416  of  Chapter  m  of  Title  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  416.1125  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  416.1125  Unearned  income;  support 
and  maintenance. 

(a)  General.  Unearned  Income  in¬ 
cludes  support  and  maintenance  fur¬ 
nished  in  cash  or  in  kind.  Support  and 
maintenance  in  kind  may  gmerally  be 
defined  as  room  and  board,  and  would 
also  Include  other  incidentals,  such  as 
clothing,  necessary  to  an  individual’s 
normal  sustenance.  Unless  otherwise 
specified  herein,  the  value  oi  In-Und  sup¬ 
port  and  maintenance  refers  to  its  cur¬ 
rent  maiicet  valtie. 

(b)  One-third  reduction  for  individtial 
living  in  another  person’s  househcdd.  (1) 
In  the  case  of  an  eligible  individual  (or 
eligible  individual  and  eligible  spouse) 
who  lives  in  anoth»  person’s  househcdd 
and  receives  support  and  maint^iance  in 
kind  from  su^  person,  the  payment 
standard  for  such  eligible  individual  (or 
eligible  individual  and  eligible  spouse) 
will  be  reduced  by  one-third  in  lieu  of 
including  the  value  of  such  support  and 
maintenance  as  unearned  income  to  the 
eligible  individual  (or  eligiUe  individual 
and  eligible  spouse).  The  one- third  re¬ 
duction  in  the  payment  standard  will 
ply  on^  for  months  vdu^  spent  in  the 
hous^(fid  of  another  persmi.  Thus,  the 
reduction  is  made  beginning  with  the 
first  full  calendar  month  in  which  an 
eUgible  individual  (or  eligible  individual 
and  ^iglble  spouse)  lives  in  another  per¬ 
son’s  hous^cdd  and  ends  with  the  last 
such  full  calendar  month.  The  one-third 
reducti(xi  will  apply  regardless  of  whether 
the  individual  (or  eligible  individual  and 


eligible  spouse)  is  making  any  payment 
for  support  and  maintenance  (room  and 
board)  to  the  person  in  whose  household 
he  is  living. 

(2)  When  the  one-third  reduction  ap¬ 
plies,  any  additional  support  or  mainte¬ 
nance,  or  both  support  and  maintenance, 
received  in  kind  from  a  source  other 
than  the  person  in  whose  household  the 
eligible  individual  (or  eligible  individual 
and  eligible  spouse)  lives  is  not  counted 
as  income. 

(3)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  “an¬ 
other  person’s’’  household  refers  to  the 
household  of  a  private  individual.  It  does 
not  include  a  commercial  establishment 
(e.g.,  romning  or  boarding  house)  or  an 
institution. 

(c)  Household  situations  not  included 
under  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  The 
reduction  in  the  payment  standard  for 
living  in  the  household  of  another  and 
described  in  paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this 
section  will  not  apply  In  the  foUovdng 
situations  and  support  and  malnt^iance 
provided  in  kind  will  be  valued  as  pro¬ 
vided  herein  and  in  paragraphs  (d)  and 
(e)  of  this  section; 

(1)  In  the  case  of  an  eligible  individual 
(or  eligible  individual  and  eligible 
spouse)  who  lives  in  another  person’s 
hous^old  and  receives  only  support  or 
maintenance  (i.e.,  (mly  room  or  only 
board)  fimn  the  householder. 

(2)  In  the  case  an  dlgible  individual 
with  an  eligible  ^xMise,  where  only  the 
individual  or  the  spouse  is  Uvlng  in  an¬ 
other  person’s  household.  Any  support 
and  maintenance  received  in  kind  will 
be  Included  as  unearned  Income.  Absent 
evidence  of  a  lesser  value,  such  support 
and  maintenance  will  be  valued  at  one- 
sixth  of  the  payment  standard  for  a 
couple. 

(3)  In  the  case  of  an  individual  who  is 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  part  re¬ 
garding  the  deeming  of  Income 
(S  416.1185  or  8  416.1190)  and  who  is  Uv¬ 
lng  in  the  household  of  the  person  from 
whom  Inomie  is  or  would  be  deemed.  In 
such  case,  any  support  and  maint^iance 
furnished  by  the  person  in  whose  house¬ 
hold  the  individual  is  Uving  is  not 
coimted  sis  Income. 

(4)  In  the  case  of  sm  eligible  indivldusd 
(or  eligible  individual  and  eligible 
^use)  who  fives  in  an  institutkm  or 
ccxnmerclal  establishment. 

(d)  Valuation  of  support  and  main¬ 
tenance  for  individuals  in  household 
situations.  When  sm  eligible  individual 
(or  eligible  spouse)  lives  in  a  hous^old 
(i.e.,  is  not  in  sm  Institution)  and  the 
reduction  in  the  payment  standsuid  de¬ 
scribed  in  psu*agraidi  (b)  of  this  section 
is  Inapplicable  and  the  provisions  of 
88  416.1185  and  416.1190  do  not  apply, 
any  support  or  maintenance,  or  both 
support  smd  maintenance,  received  in 
kind  is  miesumed  income.  In  such  oases, 
the  maximum  value  of  such  suiHxirt  «nd 
maintenimce  is  presumed  to  be  that 
sunount  which  will  reduce  the  applicable 
payment  standstrd  by  one-third;  l.e.,  the 
value  is  presumed  to  be  one-third  of  the 
payment  standard,  plus  the  exduskm  ap¬ 
plicable  to  unesuned  liw<Hne.  This  pre- 
sumptloh  will  be  applied  in  determining 
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the  benefits  payable  unless  it  Is  rebutted 
by  the  Individual’s  establishing  that  the 
current  market  value  of  such  support 
and  malntamnce,  less  any  payment  he 
makes  therefor.  Is  lower  than  the  pre¬ 
sumed  value.  This  rule  will  apply  In  the 
following  drcumstanoes; 

(1)  When  an  eligible  Individual  (or 
eligiUe  individual  and  eligible  spouse) 
lives  in  the  housdmld  of  another  and 
receives  oi^  suppmrt  or  maintenance 
from  the  householder.  These  provisions 
do  not  apply,  however,  when  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (c)  (2)  ot  this  section 
apply. 

(2)  When  an  ^gible  individual  (or 
eligiUe  spouse)  lives  in  his  own  house¬ 
hold,  Including  a  commercial  establish¬ 
ment,  and  receives  support  or  mainte¬ 
nance,  or  both  support  and  maintenance, 
in  kind. 

(e)  Individuals  to  whom  income  is 
deemed.  When  an  eligible  individual  (or 
eligible  spouse)  lives  In  the  household 
of  the  person  from  whom  income  is,  or 
would  be,  deemed  (S  416.1185  or  f  416.- 
1190)  and  receives  support  or  mainte¬ 
nance,  or  both  support  and  maintenance, 
from  a  source  other  than  the  house¬ 
holder  from  whom  Income  is,  or  wouldhe, 
deemed,  the  value  of  such  support  or 
maintenance  will  be  treated  as  Income  In 
addition  to  any  denned  Income.  The 
maximum  value  of  such  support  or  main¬ 
tenance  Is  presumed  to  be  the  same 
amount  as  described  In  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section  and  the  same  rules  paialn- 
Ing  to  application  and  rebuttal  of  that 
presumption  will  be  applied. 

(f)  Individual  living  in  private  non¬ 
profit  residential  core  institution.  In  the 
case  of  an  eligttde  individual  (or  digible 
spouse)  living  in  a  nonprofit  retirement 
home  or  similar  nonprofit  Institution,  the 
value  of  In-klnd  suiq?ort  and  mainte¬ 
nance  provided  by  that  institution  with¬ 
out  receiving  payment  tharefor,  or  for 
which  payment  is  made  by  another  non¬ 
profit  orpudzation,  is  not  income.  How¬ 
ever,  if  the  nonprofit  institutkm  or  m:- 
gani^tion  has  undertaken  an  express 
obligation  to  furnish  full  support  and 
midntaiance  to  an  individual  without 
receiving  any  current  or  future  pasmieht 
therefor,  the  current  market  value  of  tiie 
support  and  maintenance  so  provided  is 
counted  as  unearned  income.  For  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  paragraph  (f)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  following  definitiems  apply: 

(1)  Nonprofit  organization.  “Nonprofit 
organization”  means  a  private  organiza¬ 
tion  which  is  tax-exempt  under  section 
501(c)  or  (d)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954. 

(2)  Nonprofit  retirement  home  or  simi¬ 
lar  nonprofit  institution.  A  “nonprofit  re¬ 
tirement  home  or  similar  nonprofit  insti¬ 
tution”  means  a  private  InstituUcm  (as 
defined  in  i  416.231(b))  which,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Individual,  neither  provides 
services  which  are  (or  could  be)  covered 
under  the  Stated  Medicaid  plan  nor  is  an 
institution  for  education  or  vocational 
training,  and  is  its^,  or  is  contixdled  by 
a  private  organization  which  is,  tax-ex¬ 
empt  under  section  501(c)  or  (d)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954. 


(3)  FuU  support  and  maintenanee. 
When  a  nonpn^t  organization  or  insti¬ 
tution  is  providing  “full  support  and 
maintenance”  to  an  individual  as  the  re¬ 
sult  of  an  express  obligation.  It  must  be 
providing  at  least  all  of  that  Individual’s 
needs  for  food  and  shelter. 

(g)  Effective  dates.  The  provisions  set 
forth  in  paragraphs  <b)  (2) .  (d)  and  (e) 
of  this  section  are  effective  beginning 
with  amoimts  payable  for  December 
1974.  An  other  paragraphs  are  effective 
beednnlng  with  amounts  payable  for 
January  1974. 

(7B  Doc.76-28127  FUed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION 
£14CFRPait71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-NW-24] 

ADDITIONAL  CONTROL  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  Is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  an  additional 
control  area  over  the  Olympic  Peninsula. 
Wash.*  Coincident  with  the  amendment, 
associated  nonrule-making  action  would 
be  taken  to  establish  a  Military  Opera- 
ti(ms  Area  (MOA)  within  that  airspace. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  In 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  sidunitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  argmnents  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  diould 
identify  the  aiinq?8C8  docket  number  and 
be  sub^tted  In  triplicate  to  the  IXrector 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviatkm  Admin¬ 
istration,  FAA  Building,  Boeing  Field, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  98108.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  November  19. 
1975.  will  be  conskli«%d  bef(we  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendmait.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  ol  comments 
received. 

An  <^Bclal  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persmis  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Cfiiief  CounseL  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  AQO-24.  800  Ind^)endence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Wsudilngton,  D.C.  20591.  An  In¬ 
formal  docket  also  win  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief, 

The  proposed  amendment  would  des¬ 
ignate  Additional  Ctontrol  Area  under 
§  71.163  as  follows: 

Oltmfic  PnnNsoLA,  Wash. 

ThAt  Airspace  extending  upward  from  6500 
feet  USL  beginning  at  lAtitade  48*14'  N, 
longitude  124*46'  W  to  Latitude  48*00*  N. 
Longitude  124*07'  W  to  Latitude  47*88'  M. 
liongitude  123°40'  W  to  Latitude  47*15'  N, 
Longitude  123*40'  W  to  Latitude  47*07'  N, 
Longitude  124*11'  W  to  Latitude  47*30'  N. 
Longitude  124*21'  W  to  Latitude  48*00'  N. 
lAHigltude  124*45*  W  to  point  of  beginning. 
That  airspace  below  1200  feet  ACHi  Is 
excluded.  '  ^ 


>  Map  ftled  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


The  Additional  Oontrrd  Area  Is  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  eontroned  airspace  for 
military  IFR  training  operattans. 

The  nonmle-maklng  action  associated 
with  the  pre^posed  amendment  would 
establish  a  MOA  of  defined  vertical  and 
lateral  dimensions  within  which  required 
Ifn  military  training  activities  would 
be  conducted.  The  description  of  the 
proposed  MOA  is  as  follows : 

Name:  Olympic. 

Controlling  Agency:  Seattle  ABTCC. 
Scheduling  Agency:  Commander.  Medium 
Attack  Tactical  Eleetrcmle  Warfare  Wing, 
XT  A.  Paclflc  Fleet  NAS  Whldbey  Island,  Wash. 

*nme  Operation:  Sevm  days  per  week 
0600-0000  locaL  other  tlmea  by  KOTAM . 

Altitude:  From  eooo  MSL  to  but  not  In¬ 
cluding  FXi  180  excluding  that  airspace  below 
1200'  ACO.. 

Boundaries:  Same  as  Additional  Control 
Area  described  above. 

The  prcHiosed  training  activities  that 
wcHild  be  conducted  within  the  MOA  are 
not  considered  sufficient  in  volume  or 
nature  to  justify  restricted  area  airspace. 
The  purpose  of  the  MOA  is  to  contain 
military  training  activities.  IFR  flights 
will  be  provided  IFR  separation  from 
military  operations  within  the  area.  The 
MOA  would  not  Impose  flight  restrictions 
or  additional  communications  require¬ 
ments  on  VFR  flights.  However,  the 
agency  has  determined  that  flight  safety 
would  be  InqiToved  if  the  area  Is  made 
known  to  the  public.  Accordingly,  the 
MOA  would  be  Identified  and  shown  on 
appropriate  aeronautical  charts. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  eff  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  n.S.C.  1348 (a) ) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  14. 1975. 

William  E.  Broadwatxk. 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
IFBDOC.76-2S0S4 FUed  10-17-75; 8; 45  am| 


[14CFRPart75] 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  75-W A-1 6  ] 

JET  ROUTES 

Proposed  Alteration  end  Desii^tion 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  consldadng  an  amendment  to 
Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviatian  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  reorganize  certain  U.S. 
segments  of  J/HL  routes  serving  Eastern 
Canada.* 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  iMToposed  ru{e  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  de^re.  Oommunlcations 
should  Identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  siffimltted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director.  New  England  B^on,  At¬ 
tention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division.  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
Ehgland  Executive  Pmrk.  Burlington, 
Mass.  01803.  An  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  November  19.  1975, 


1  Map  filed  as  part  of  tbe  origliiad  document. 
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will  be  considered  before  action  Is  taken  argues  that  SMlditlonal  time  is  needed  to  i 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  The  pro-  prepare  a  response  based  on  a  study  by  I 
posal  contained  In  this  notice  may  be  Its  member  carriers  of  the  pr(Hx>sals  con-  < 
chained  In  the  light  of  comments  talned  In  the  Notice.  Anticipating  that  i 
received.  its  analysis  of  the  issues  may  warrant 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for  the  requesting  of  a  public  hearing,  API  i 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the  further  requests  that  the  deadline  to  pe-  ' 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office  tltion  OPI^  for  a  public  hearing  be  ex-  \ 
of  the  Chief  Coimsel,  Attention:  Buies  tended  to  November  10, 1975.  i 

Docket,  AGC-24,  800  Independence  Av-  For  similar  reasons,  the  Interstate  i 
enue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  Natural  Gas  Association  of  America  has  i 
Informal  docket  also  will  be  available  requested  that  OPSO  extend  the  time  for 
for  examination  at  the  Office  of  the  Vritt«i  comments  to  Notice  75-5  to  De- 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief .  cember  1,  1975. 

The  proposed  amendment  would:  Likewise,  in  a  petition  requesting  ad- 

1.  Reniunber  J/HL  553  between  ditional  time  to  conunent  on  both  Notices 
Beauce,  Quebec;  Houlton,  Me.  smd  75-4  and  75-5,  the  Offshore  Operators 
Moncton,  New  Bnmswick  to  J/HL  509.  Committee,  representing  gas  and  oil  pro- 

2.  Beniunber  J/HL  570  from  Long  ducers,  argues  that  the  time  for  comment 

Lake,  N.Y.,  Intersection  to  Montreal,  provided  by  each  Notice  is  insufficient  to 
Quebec  to  J/HL  524.  complete  a  careful  study  upon  which  to 

3.  Designate  J/HL  570  from  Long  base  a  response.  Also,  the  Committee 

Lake,  N.Y.,  Intersection  to  Mirabel,  Que-  suggests  that  an  “on-the-record  explora- 
bec  (Lat.  45''53'13''  N.,  Long.  74®22'33"  tory  conversation  between  industiT  and 
W) .  OP^”  is  needed  to  clarify  issues  and  to 

4.  Renumber  J/HL  582  from  Presque  aid  the  Committee  in  preparing  com- 

Isle,  Me.,  to  Mont  Joli,*  Quebec  to  J/HL  ments.  It  requests  that  the  comment  pe- 
501,  riods  be  extended  60  days  from  date  of 

5.  Designate  J/HL  582  from  Presque  _  tviA  mottAr  nor 

Isle  to  Sept  nes,  Quebec.  . ,  reviewing  the  matt^,  and  par- 

Canada  nronoses  to  reoreanize  the  ^^cularly  the  proposals  which  would  ex- 

ca^a  ProPMes  to  reorgan^  the  applicability  of  Parts  192  and 

high  level  altitude  structure  to  Eastern  jgg  ^  offshore  gathering  lines  and  sub- 
CanMa  to  ^tter  serve  north  atlantic  pipelines  crossing  inland  navigable 
traffic  opei^ing  to  and  from  the  major  ^^^ers  to  the  requir^ents  for  offshore 
terminals.  This  pro^al  woffid  the  pipelines.  OPSO  has  decided  to  grant  the 
route  segmente  that  lie  ^thin  UB.  air-  ij^jee  requests  for  additional  time  to  re- 
their  high  level  gpond  in  writing  by  extending  the  dead- 
altitude  reorganization  structure.  i^e  for  written  comments  on  both  Notice 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  75.4  and  Notice  75-5  to  December  1, 1975. 
the  authotitir  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  This  extension  allows  interested  persons 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  at  least  60  days  to  study  the  various  rule 
1348(a))  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart-  making  proposals  and  to  make  accurate 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  and  complete  responses. 

1655(c)).  OPSO  does  not  believe  that  a  confer- 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC.,  on  Oc-  ence  with  Industry  representatives  for 
tober  10, 1975.  purposes  of  explaining  the  rule  makings 

WILLIAM  E.  Broadwater,  appropriate.  CTarifytag  statemente  glv- 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air  ing  reasons  for  the  various  proposed  rules 
Trafflc  Rules  Division.  are  contained  in  the  preamble  to  each 
Notice.  Commenters  who  are  uncertain 
about  the  intent  of  the  proposed  rules  or 
who  note  possible  ambiguities  should 
make  these  points  clear  in  their  com¬ 
ments  to  the  relevant  Notice.  OPSO  wffi 
consider  these  comments  and  may  con¬ 
duct  any  additional  rule  making  proceed¬ 
ings  it  fin^  necessary  before  a  final  rule 
is  issued. 

Further,  OPSO  has  not  granted  the  re¬ 
quest  by  API  for  additional  time  to  re¬ 
quest  a  public  hearing.  Instead.  OPSO 
will  conduct  a  public  hearing  at  10:00 
a.m.  on  November  17, 1975,  in  Room  3201, 
Trans  Point  Building,  2100  Second  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  subjects 
of  both  Notice  75-4  and  Notice  75-5.  The 
hearing  will  provide  an  opportunity  for 
all  interested  persons  to  comment  orally. 
It' will  be  informal,  not  a  Judicial  type  of 
hearing.  There  will  be  no  cross  examina¬ 
tion  of  persons  making  statements.  A 
member  of  the  OPSO  staff  will  preside  at 
the  hearing,  and  each  person  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  make  an  initial  oral  statement, 
including  statements  of  any  witnesses. 
Those  who  wish  to  make  rebuttal  state¬ 
ments  will  be  allowed  to  do  so  in  the 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40CFRPart  180] 

[OPP-300007:  FRL  446-2] 

CERTAIN  INERT  INGREDIENTS  IN 
PESTICIDE  FORMULATIONS 

Proposed  Exemptions  From  Requirement 
of  Toierance 

At  the  request  of  several  interested 
persons,  the  Administrator,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) ,  is  pro¬ 
posing,  pursuant  to  Section  408(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  to 
amend  40  CFR  180.1001  to  exempt  cer¬ 
tain  pesticide  chemicals  which  are  addi¬ 
tional  inert  (or  occasionally  active)  in¬ 
gredients  in  pesticide  formulations  from 
tolerance  requirements. 

The  inert  (or  occasionally  active)  in¬ 
gredients  concerned,  and  the  persons  re¬ 
questing  that  the  Administrator  propose 
exemptions  with  respect  to  them,  are  as 
follows: 

Manganese  carbonate — LefAngwell  Chemical 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  188,  Brea.  CA  92621. 

D  &  C  Green  No.  6 — ^Allied  Chemical,  Spe¬ 
cialty  Chemicals  Dlv.,  P.O.  Box  1087R,  Mor¬ 
ristown,  NJ  07960. 

Sodium  mono-  and  dimethyl  naphthalene 
sulfonate — Petrochemicals  Co.,  Inc.,  2001 
N.  Grove,  P.O.  Box  2199,  Pt.  Worth,  TX 
76101. 

Partial  sodium  salt  of  lV-lauryl-/3-lmlnodlpro- 
plonic  acid — General  MUls  Chemicals,  Inc., 
2010  East  Hennepin,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55413. 

Epoxldlzed  soybean  oU;  Magnesium  silicate, 
hydrated  magneslvun  silicate;  Sodium 
butylm^hthalene  sUlfonate — Clba-Gelgy 
Corp.,  Agricultural  Dlv.,  P.O.  Box  11422, 
Greensboro,  NC  27409. 


MATERIALS  TRANSPORTATION 
BUREAU 

[  49  CFR  Parts  192  and  195  ] 

[Docket  Noe.  OPSO-30.  OPSO-35:  Notices 
75-4A,  75-6A1 

OFFSHORE  PIPELINE  FACILITIES 

Notice  of  Hearing  and  Extension  of 
Comment  Periods 

By  Notice  75-4,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  September  23, 1975  (40 
FR  43740) ,  the  Office  of  Pipeline  Safety 
Otierations  (OPSO)  proposed  to  amend 
Part  195  regarding  the  safety  of  offshore 
pipelines  transporting  petroleum,  petro¬ 
leum  products,  and  other  liquid  hazard¬ 
ous  materials.  Also,  by  Notice  75-5,  pub¬ 
lished  on  October  6,  1975  440  FR  45192), 
OPSO  proposed  to  amend  Part  192  to  en¬ 
hance  the  safety  of  gas  pipeline  facilities 
and  the  transportation  of  gas  offshore. 

The  American  Petroleum  Institute 
(API)  has  requested  that  the  period  for 
written  comments  to  Notice  75-4  be  ex¬ 
tended  30  days  to  November  19, 1975.  API 
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zinc  stearate  USP — Chevron  Chemical  Co^ 
Ortho  Div.,  040  Hensley  St.,  ^cl^nond,  CA 
94804. 

a  -  alkyl  (Cii-Cu)  -  «  -  hy<ir<nypoly  (oxy- 
ethylNxe/oxypropylene)  heterlc  pcrilymer  In 
which  the  oxyethylene  content  Is  8-13 
moles  and  the  oxypropylene  content  is  8-7 
moles;  and  a-alkyl  (Cu-Cu)  -w-hydroxypoly 
(oxyethylene/oxypropylene)  heterlc  poly¬ 
mer  in  which  the  oxyethylene  content 
averages  13-17  moles  and  the  oxypropylene 
content  averages  2-6  moles — ^BASF  Wyan¬ 
dotte  Corp.,  Wyandotte,  MI  48162. 

Xanthan  gum — ^PI417;  Gerald  Harrison,  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M  St. 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 

Based  on  available  InTormation  on  the 
chemistry  and  toxicity  of  these  sub¬ 
stances,  as  well  as  a  review  of  the  history 
of  their  use,  it  has  been  found  that  when 
used  in  accordance  with  good  agricul¬ 
tural  practice,  these  substances  are  use¬ 
ful  as  adjuvants  and  do  not  pose  a  haz¬ 
ard.  It  has,  therefore,  been  concluded 
that  the  proposed  amendment  to  the 
regulation  (40  CFR  180.1001)  will  protect 
the  public  health. 

Any  person  who  has  registered  or  sub¬ 
mitted  an  application  for  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  a  pesticide  imder  the  Federal  In¬ 
secticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  which  contains  any  of  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  listed  herein  may  request,  cm  or 
before  November  19. 1975,  that  this  pro¬ 
posal  be  referred  to  an  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  in  accordance  with  Section  408(e) 
of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
'Act. 


Interested  pers<ms  axe  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  the  x^cqpoBed 
regulation  to  the  Federal  Register  Sec- 
tion.  Technical  Services  Division  CWB- 
569),  OfDce  of  Pesticide  Programs,  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  Room 
401,  East  Tower.  401  M  St.  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington  DC  20460.  Three  copies  of  the 
comments  should  be  submitted  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  wmrk  of  the  agency  and  others 
interested  in  inspecting  them.  The  com¬ 
ments  must  be  received  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  19, 1975,  and  should  bear  a  nota¬ 
tion  indicating  the  subject  EOPP- 
3000071.  All  written  comments  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Section  from  8:30  am.  to 
4:00  pm.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  October  10,  1975. 

John  B.  Rztch,  Jr., 
Director, 

Registration  Division. 

(Section  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  T7JB.C.  346a(e)  ) ) 

It  is  proposed  that  Part  180,  Subpart 
D,  §  180.1001  be  amended  by  alphabeti¬ 
cally  inserting  new  items  in  paragraphs 
(d)  and  (e)  as  follows.. 

§  180.1001  Exemptions  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  a  tolerance. 

*  *  •  *  • 

(d)  •  •  • 


Inert  ingredients 


Limits 


Surfactants,  rdated  adju> 
vants  of  surfoctants. 

I  oxyiropylene 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

o-Alkyl(Cir-Cii)-^ydroxypoly(oxyethylene/oxypropylene) . Surfactants,  related  adju- 

hetmc  polymer  in  which  the  oxyethylene  content  averages  vants  of  surbctants, 

18-17  moles  and  the  oxypropylene  content  averages  2-6 
moles. 

•  •  •  •  •  '  •  • 

D&C  Green  No.  6 . . . ..i. . i.. Dye. 

•  •••••• 

Manganese  carbonate... ^ . . . . . . Plant  nutrient. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Partial  sodium  salt  of  JV>lauryl-S4mlnodipropionic  add..:.;.  Not  mwe  than  1  per-  Surfactants,  related  adja¬ 
cent  of  pesddde  vants  of  surfactants. 

'  lonnulation. 

•  •••••• 

Zinc  stearate,  conforming  to  21 CPR,  section  121. 101(d)(6). . :...  Flow  control  agenh 


(e) 


Epoxidlecd  soybean  oiL . . . . . . StaUUser.- 

•  •  •  •  •  .  •  • 

Magiiesiam  silicate,  hydrated  magnedum  sllieate _ . . . Solid  diluent,  carrier. 

•  •••••• 

Sodium  butylnaphthalene  sulfonate . ; . Not  mace  than  OA  Surfactants,  related  adjuvants 

pet  of  pesticide  surfactants, 

lonnulation. 

8  •  •  •  8  •  • 

eodium  mono-  and  (Umetbyl  naphtiialene  sulfonate,  . Surfactants,  related  adjuvants 

molecular  weight  215-260.  suAactants. 

•  •••••• 

Xanthan  gum . . Thickentf, 


[Vft  Doe.76-38066  Filed  10-17-75:8:46  nm] 


[40  CFR  Part  52] 

[FBL  448-1] 

CONTROL  OF  SULFUR  OXIDE; 

NEW  MEXICO 

Proposed  Approval  of  Relations 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
pose  approval  of  the  New  Mexico  Regu¬ 
lation  for  control  of  sulfur  oxides  in 
New  Mexico  including  the  New  Mexico 
portion  of  the  Four  ComeTs  Interstate 
Air  Quality  Control  Regltm  (AQCR)  and 
propose  rescinding  the  Federal  Regula¬ 
tion  Identified  as  40  CFR  52.1624(c)  and 
the  corollary  portions  of  40  CFR  52.1626. 

Pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean 
Ah*  Act,  42  use  18570-5,  the  Administra¬ 
tor  on  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10881) 
approved  with  some  exceptions,  the 
plan  submitted  by  the  State  of  New 
Mexico^or  the  implementation  of  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS).  ^>eclfically,  the  Administra¬ 
tor  disapproved  on  JUly  27,  1972  (37  FR 
15086)  New  Mexico’s  Plan  and  Regu¬ 
lation  602B  (Air  Quality  Control  Regu¬ 
lation,  fossil  fuel-fired  steam  generators 
in  the  Four  Comers  Interstate  Region) . 
since  it  did  not  provide  the  degree  of 
control  necessary  for  attainment  of  sul¬ 
fur  oxide  standards. 

On  July  27,  1972  (37  FR  15094),  the 
Administrator  proposed  regulations  to 
correct  deficiencies  in  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  plan  and  promulgated  re¬ 
placement  regulations  on  liforch  23. 1973 
(38  FR  7554)  with  amendments  pub¬ 
lished  on  March  21.  1974  (39  FR  10582). 
At  that  time  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mined  that  an  extensimi  of  time  was  re¬ 
quired  to  achieve  the  standards  and  that 
70%  control  of  sulfur  oxide  emission 
was  necessary. 

On  October  3,  1975,  the  Governor  of 
New  Mexico  submitted  a  revision  to  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  which  revises 
R^mlation  602  with  regard  to  existing 
idimts  to  require  65%  reduction  in  emis¬ 
sions  for  power  plants  of  rated  heat 
csq)aoity  greater  than  250  British  Ther¬ 
mal  Units  (BTU)  and  less  than  3000 
BTU,  and  85%  reduction  for  plants  of 
rated  heat  capacity  greater  than  3000 
BTU  to  be  acdiieved  by  July  1977.  The 
larger  capacity  units,  greater  than  3000 
BTU,  also  are  required  to  achieve  90% 
reduction  in  emissions  by  July  1979.  The 
reductions  specified  in  the  revision,  show 
an  overall  control  effort  greater  than 
the  70%  reduction  of  emissions  required 
by  the  Administrator.  Such  reductions, 
more  strhigent  than  that  required  by 
the  Administrator,  are  the  prerogative  of 
the  State  under  S^tion  116  or the  dean 
Air  Act.  Therefore,  notice  is  hereby 
glvoi  that  the  Administrator  of  the  En- 
vlrtmmental  Protection  Agency  Intends 
to  iqiprove  the  New  Mexico  regulation 
for  coxitTbl  of  sulfur  oxides  and  hitends 
to  revoke  the  Federal  promulgation. 

Tbe  State  of  New  Mexico  subjected 
the  revlslODS  to  public  hearings  on  Au¬ 
gust  27  through  29,  1974  in  accordance 
with  40  CFR  51.4.  The  regidations  were 
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formally  adopted  by  the  State  on  De¬ 
cember  13,  1974.  Therefore,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  does  not  plan  to  eondoct  further 
hearings  regarding  the  revisions;  how¬ 
ever,  interested  persons  may  still  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  written  comments  to: 

Beglonal  Administrator,  BnTlromnental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Region  VI,  1600  Patterson 
Street,  Dallas,  Texas  78301. 

Relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  19,  1975.  The  material  as 
submitted  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
Is  available  for  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  above  designated 
oflice  and  also  at  the  following  offices: 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Public  In¬ 
formation  Reference  Unit,  Room  2SU2,  KPA 
Library,  401  “M”  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

New  Mexico  Envir<HMnental  Improvement 
Agency,  CoUege  of  Santa  Fe,  ClrrlUoe  Road, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87503. 

This  notice  of  proposed  approval  is 
issued  imder  the  authority  of  section  110 
(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended,  42 
use  1857C-5. 

Dated:  October  10, 1975. 

John  C.  White, 
Regional  Administrator,  Region 
VI,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  TiUe  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  prc^xised 
to  be  amended  as  follows: 

'  Subpart  GG — New  Mexico 

1.  In  S  52.1620,  paragraph  (c)  (4)  is  re- 
,  vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.162d  Uentificatmn  of  plan. 

♦  *  ♦  •  « 

(c)  •  •  • 

(4)  Revisions  to  Air  Quality  Control 
Regulation  602,  Coal  Burning  Equip- 
znenfc-Sulfur  Dioxide,  adopted  by  the  New 
Mndco  Environmental  Improvement 
Board  on  Deconber  13,  1974  and  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Governor  on  October  3, 
1975. 

§  52.1624  [Amended] 

2.  In  9  52.1624  Control  strategy  and 
regylattons:  sulfur  oxides,  the  following 
paragrmhs  are  rescinded:  (a)  (1),  (b) 
(1),  and  (c). 

§  52.1626  [Amended] 

3.  In  9  52.1626  Compliance  schedules, 
paragnqihs  (c)  and  (e)  are  rescinded. 

[FR  Doc.75-28179  Filed  10-17-76:8:45  am] 


[40CFRPUvtS2] 

[FRL  446-2] 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Proposed  Change  in  Recordkeeping  Re¬ 
quirements  and  in  the  Review  of  New 
and  Modified  Indirect  Sources 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842)  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 


and  40  CFR  51,  the  Administrator  ap¬ 
proved  with  exertions  the  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Rnplonentatlon  Plan  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards. 

On  May  28,  1975  the  I^ector  of  the 
New  Hampshire  Air  Pollution  Control 
Commission  submitted  two  proposed  re¬ 
visions  to  be  Included  in  the  plan:  (1) 
An  amendment  to  the  requirement  that 
records  be  kept  at  facilities  which  dis¬ 
charge  air  contaminants  (State  Regula¬ 
tion  18  Section  m-D  in  order  to  have  the 
iHevious  EPA  dis^qiproval  rescinded) , 
and  (2)  a  requirement  for  review  of  new 
or  modified  indirect  sources  (State  Reg¬ 
ulation  20)  in  compliance  with  40  CFR 
9  52.22(b) .  The  piuiiose  of  Regulation  18 
will  be  to  eliminate  a  previous  stipula¬ 
tion  which  allowed  for  the  withholding 
of  emission  data  which  might  destroy  the 
confidentiality  of  a  manufacturing  proc¬ 
ess.  Due  to  the  recent  court  decision  that 
all  emission  data  should  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public,  this  provision  of  Regu¬ 
lation  18  hu  to  be  deleted. 

The  change  in  Regulation  20  requires 
that  an  applicant  who  intends  to  con¬ 
struct  any  facility  which  might  cause 
mobile  source  activity  diould  submit  a 
draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
as  opposed  to  the  previously  required 
final  Impact  Statement. 

Regulation  20  was  originally  proposed 
in  the  Federal  Register,  VoL  39,  No.  82, 
Friday,  April  26,  1974. 

Copies  of  the  New  Hampshire  submis¬ 
sion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
diulng  normal  business  hours  at  'foe  En- 
vlroiunental  Protection  Agency,  Region  I, 
JFK  Federal  Biillding,  Room  2113,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts  02203;  Nashua 
Health  Office,  18  Mulberry  Street,  Na¬ 
shua;  Manchester  Health  Office,  730  Elm 
Street,  Manchester;  Air  Pollution  Cc«i- 
trol  Agency,  Hazen  Drive,  Concord;  Con¬ 
way  Public  Library,  Conway;  Berlin 
Health  Office,  City  Building,  Berlin;  and 
the  Freedom  of  Inlonnatioa  Center,  E7A, 
401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460. 

The  Regicmal  Administrator  hereby 
issues  this  notice  setting  forth  the  New 
Hampshire  revisions  as  proposed  rule- 
making  and  advises  the  public  that  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  participate  in  this 
rulanaking  by  submitting  written  com¬ 
ments,  preferably  in  triplicate  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator,  EPA,  Region  I, 
JFK  Federal  Building,  Room  2113,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts  02203.  Relevant  com¬ 
ments  received  within  30  days  of  this  no¬ 
tice  will  be  considered  and  acknowledged. 
Commoits  received  v(Pl  be  available  dur¬ 
ing  normal  working  hours  at  the  Region 
I  office. 

The  Administrator’^  decision  to  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  the  plan  is  based  on 
whether  it  meets  the  requirements  of 
Section  110(a)  (^  (A) -(H)  of  the  Cfiean 
Air  Act  and  EPA  regulations  in  40  CTR 
Part  51.  All  relevant  matter  presented 
shall  be  evaluated  and  the  agency  will 
incorporate  in  the  rules  adopted  a  con¬ 
cise  gmeral  statement  of  their  basis  and 
purpose.  Authority  Section  110(a)  of  the 


Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  42  n.S.C. 
1857c-5(a). 

Dated:  October  6,  1975. 

Kenneth  L.  Johnson, 
Acting  Regional  Administrator. 
[FB  Doc.78-28180  FUed  10-17-7S;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47  CFR  Part  15] 

[Docket  No.  20620;  RM-2426:  FCC  75-1138] 

WIDE-BAND  SWEPT  RF  EQUIPMENT 

Provision  for  Operation  as  Anti-PHferage 

— Devices;  Notice  of  Inquiry 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  petition  for  rule  making, 
RM  2426,  to  amend  Part  15  to  provide  for 
the  operation  of  a  swept  frequency  anti¬ 
pilferage  device,  filed  by  Checkpoint 
Systems  Inc.  on  July  30, 1974  ^  and  plead¬ 
ings  related  thereto.* 

2.  The  petition  was  placed  on  public 
notice  in  Report  No.  920,  issued  August 
13, 1974.  In  response  to  this  public  notice, 
the  Commission  received  comments  from 
the  3M  Company  and  from  the  Knogo 
Corporation.  The  3M  Company  states 
that  it  manufactures  an  anti-pilferage 
device  which  uses  a  magnetic  field  and  is 
not  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Knogo  states  that  it  is  providing 
an  anti-pilferage  device  which  operates 
within  the  existing  Part  15  Rules.  Both 
of  these  comments  imply  that  it  may  not 
be  necessary  to  make  additional  pro¬ 
visions  for  anti-pilferage  equipment. 
Subsequently,  the  Commission  was  In¬ 
formally  advised  that  the  Magnavox  Co. 
is  also  manufacturing  and  distributing 
an  anti-pilferage  device  which  does  not 
require  the  use  of  RF  energy. 

3.  In  view  of  these  contentions,  the 
Commission  is  instituting  this  Inquiry 
seeking  information  as  to  the  need  for 
additional  regulation  for  anti-pilferage 
devices;  and  if  such  a  need  exists,  the 
form  these  regulations  should  take. 

The  Petition 

4.  Checkpoint  is  a  manufacturer  of 
electronic  detection  systems  used  as  an 
anti-pilferage  device  In  retail  and  de¬ 
partment  stores,  libraries,  and  other 
commercial  establishments.  Greatly 
simplified,  the  technique  emplosred  by 
the  Checkpoint  equipment  is  to  detect 


1  Simultaneously  with  Its  petition  for  rule 
making.  Checkpoint  filed  a  petition  for 
waiver  of  the  present  Part  15  requirements 
to  permit  it  to  market  its  proposed  system 
during  the  pendency  of  the  rule  making.  The 
requested  waiver  was  granted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  December  13, 1974.  A  request  from 
Knogo  dated  December  16,  1974  for  a  stay 
of  this  waiver  was  denied  by  the  Commission 
on  February  26,  1975. 

*  Supplement  to  petition  for  rule  making 
filed  October  7,  1974.  Comment  from  the  3-M 
Company  filed  September  13,  1974.  Opposi¬ 
tion  to  petitloa  filed  by  Knogo  Corporation 
on  November  19,  1974.  Reply  to  opposition 
filed  by  Checkpoint  Systems  on  December  4, 
1974.  Request  tor  exi^ited  action  filed  by 
Checkpoint  Systems  on  May  7,  1975.  Request 
for  exalted  acUon  filed  by  Knogo  (Corpora¬ 
tion  on  June  20,  1975. 
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a  tag  concealed  in  the  protected  article 
by  use  of  an  RF  generator  that  sweeps 
over  the  frequency  range  of  operation.* 
Checkpoint  states  that  when  the  fre¬ 
quency  sweep  encoimters  one  of  the  con¬ 
cealed  tags,  each  of  which  contains  a 
“resonant”  printed  circuit,  the  operator 
is  alerted  to  the  presence  of  a  protected 
item. 

5.  Checkpoint  claims  that  a  system 
such  as  the  one  which  it  produces-  can¬ 
not  operate  efficiently  in  conformity  with 
the  Commission’s  present  rules  and  reg- 
iilations,  which  restrict  fidd  disturbance 
sensors  operating  on  frequencies  below 
10  MHz  to  a  field  of  15  nV/m  at  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  x/2ir.  Checkpoint  contends  that 
a  higher  level  of  signal — 100  tiW/m  peak 
at  100  feet  is  required  for  the  efficient 
operation  of  an  anti-pilferage  system  in 
an  area  of  high  ambient  noise,  which  is 
alleged  to  be  typical  of  the  locations 
where  its  system  will  be  installed.  Check¬ 
point  also  raises  the  question  of  meas¬ 
urement  procediure  to  be  used  in  deter¬ 
mining  compliance.  It  points  out  that  the 
Commission’s  present  regulations  were 
promulgated  to  apply  to  a  narrow  band 
generator  which  can  be  measured  with  a 
field  strength  meter  using  an  average 
detector.  Since  its  system  uses  a  fre¬ 
quency  sweeping  technique  the  output 
Is  a  broad  band  signal  that  cannot  be 
properly  characterized  in  terms  of  micro¬ 
volts  per  meter,  nor  can  it  be  measured 
with  a  field  strength  meter  using  an 
average  detector.  The  difficulty  in  inter¬ 
preting  the  measurements  of  toe  Check¬ 
point  output  signal  are  clearly  illus¬ 
trated  by  the  measurement  report  at¬ 
tached  as  Exhibit  C(3)  to  the  Check¬ 
point  petition. 

6.  Checkpoint  states  toe  interference 
potential  of  its  eqiiipment  to  commimlca- 
tion  services  has  been  analyzed  and 
maintatns  that  operation  under  the  rules 
it  has  suggested  in  Its  petition  would 
cause  no  harmful  interference  to  radio 
communications  services  operating  in  toe 
frequency  bands  specified.  This  claim  is 
set  out  In  paragraphs  4,  4.1,  and  4.2  of 
Exhibit  C  attached  to  toe  petiticm  and  is 
elaborated  upon  in  the  8uiH>lement  filed 
October  7,  1974.  Checkpoint  reports  that 
this  study  showed  that  on  a  clear  chan¬ 
nel  (one  with  no  other  signals  present) , 
toe  signals  from  the  Checkpoint  Mark  n 
anti-theft  device  were  not  audible  on  a 
high-quality  receiver  at  a  distance  of 
560  feet.  With  a  weak  signal  (in  the  order 
of  3-5  microvolts  into  toe  anteima)  pres¬ 
ent  on  toe  channel,  toe  signal  from  toe 
Checkpoint  transmitter  was  not  signifi¬ 
cantly  audible  beyond  100  feet. 

7.  Checkpoint  asserts  that  pilferage 
from  stores  is  a  pressing  proUem  and 
that  adopti<m  of  toe  rules  they  have  pro¬ 
posed  would  facilitate  an  important  ad¬ 
vance  in  anti-pilferage  equipment.  To 
show  toe  magnlttide  of  toe  theft  problem 
Checkpoint  cites  toe  following  statistics: 

*In  Its  petlUon,  Checkpoint  stated  the 
frequencies  of  operation  were  either  4ii  to  6.7 
or  6.8  to  7.7  MHz.  The  waiver  granted 
by  the  (Xunmissicni  (footnote*  Stqira)  au¬ 
thorized  operation  on  4.5  to  5.7  MHs  or  7.4  to 
9.0  MHz. 


Mr.  H.  Haimowitz,  an  executive  of  the 
National  Retail  Merchants  Association 
claims  shoplifting  losses  to  be  more  than 
$8  million  per  day. 

Mr.  Thomas  J.  Mack^l,  District  At¬ 
torney,  Queens,  New  York,  stated  Uuit 
over  $600  million  in  merchandise  was 
stolen  in  the  New  York  City  area. 

The  FBI  reported  in  Augtist  1971  that 
shoplifting  incidents  increased  about 
45%  from  1969  to  1970. 

Mr.  David  Yvmlch,  retired  president  of 
Macy’s  in  New  York,  stated  that  during 
1970,  Macy’s  lost  $8  million  in  “shoplift¬ 
ing”  or  about  5%  of  total  sales  volume. 
(New  York  ’Times,  Dec.  3, 1970) 

The  effectiveness  of  the  system  in  con¬ 
taining  such  losses  is  alleged  to  be  shown 
by  the  statistics  presented  by  Checkpoint 
(Exhibit  E  page  X).  This  table  shows 
that  the  loss  of  books  in  11  libraries  was 
reduced  on  the  average  by  about  87%. 
after  a  Checkpoint  system  was  installed. 

The  3M  Comment 

8.  The  3M  Company  has  submitted  an 
amicus  curiae  comment.  3M  is  supplying 
two  book  detection  systems  to  libraries. 
These  systems  use  a  magnetic  field  at 
1  kHz  for  detection.  3M  disputes  toe  claim 
by  Checkpoint  that  its  equipment  is  more 
efficient  and  less  costly  to  operate  than 
toe  3M  equipment,  and  calls  attention  to 
a  1974  survey  by  the  American  Library 
Association  (3M  Exhibit  B)  of  detection 
systems  offered  by  seven  different  manu- 
factiirers.  3M  points  out  that  this  survey 
lists  ten  systems  with  prices  comparable 
with  those  of  Checkpoint  n.  3M  agrees 
with  Checkpoint  about  toe  ben^ts  to  be 
derived  from  such  a  system.  It  cites  the 
experience  of  its  customers  (3M  Exhibit 
A)  that  toe  installation  of  its  book  de¬ 
tection  systems  has  reduced  book  losses 
by  80%  to  95%  at  various  libraries. 

’The  Knoco  Opposition 

9.  The  Knogo  Corporation  has  filed  a 
comment  on  the  Cheekpoint  petition  in 
which  it  (Hiposes  the  Instituticm  of  rule 
making  requested  by  Checkpoint.  Knogo 
manufactures  and  installs  equipment  to 
prevent  loss  of  merchandise  by  theft 
which  uses  a  swept  radio  frequency  ssrs- 
tem  similar  to  that  of  Checkp<tot.  How¬ 
ever,  toe  frequency  of  operation  is 
significantly  different.  Whereas  the 
Checkpoint  system  operates  op  -a  fre¬ 
quency  between  4  and  10  MHz,  the  Knogo 
ssrstem  (^>erates  on  a  frequency  in  the 
vicinity  of  2  MHz. 

10.  Knc^  agrees  with  Checkpoint’s 
contentl<m  that  there  is  a  need  for  anti¬ 
pilferage  equipment  at  present.  However, 
it  points  out  that  toere  are  at  least  nine 
companies  supplying  tois  market,  that 
toe  market  is  highly  competitive  and 
that  the  current  supply  exceeds  toe 
demand  for  toe  equipment.  Knogo  also 
disputes  Checkpoints  characterization  of 
its  equipment  as  being  subject  to  false 
alarms,  having  slow  response  time  and 
being  generally  inferior. 

11.  In  its  comments  Knogo  asserts 
that  toere  is  nothing  intrinsically  new  in 
toe  Checkpoint  system.  The  swept  fre¬ 
quency  technique  used  by  Checkpoint  is 
almost  identical  to  that  used  by  Knogo 


since  1966.  Moreover,  toe  operating 
characteristics  of  toe  Knogo  equipment 
were  selected  to  bring  it  into  conform¬ 
ance  with  toe  applicable  FCC  regula¬ 
tions  although  this  caused  increased 
development  expense  and  higher  pro- 
ducticm  costs.  The  basic  thesis  of  toe 
Knogo  opposition  appecurs  to  be  that 
since  it  is  possible  to  manufacture  and 
operate  anti-pilferage  equipment  within 
toe  present  specifications  prescribed  by 
toe  Commission  toere  is  no  need  to  relax 
these  standards  and  thereby  Increase  the 
potential  of  Interference  to  users  of  the 
radio  ^ctrum. 

12.  Checkpoint  in  its  response  to 
Knogo’s  opposition  urges  the  Commission 
to  institute  toe  requested  rule  making  as 
toe  appropriate  vehicle  by  which  to  re¬ 
solve  toe  diverse  contentions  and  alle¬ 
gations. 

The  Question  of  Personal  Hazard 

13.  On  June  25,  1975,  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  held  an  <^n  pub¬ 
lic  hearing*  to  allow  interested  persons 
an  opportunity  to  present  data,  technical 
information,  and  views  concerning  toe 
possible  Interference  with  cardiac  pace¬ 
makers  by  anti-theft  devices.*  In  its  no¬ 
tice  concerning  this  meeting  FDA  de- 

'  scribed  the  anti-theft  devices  in  ques¬ 
tion  as  those  used  in  retail  outlets  and 
libraries  to  detect  shoplifting.  Such  de¬ 
vices  create  an  electromagnetic  field 
which  when  perturbed  by  a  special  tag 
attached  to  the  protected  article,  will 
trigger  toe  device  and  alert  toe  store 
personnel  to  possible  shc^lifting  or  theft. 

14.  ’The  po^bility  that  the  anti-theft 
anti-pilferage  devices  may  be  a  hazard 
to  persons  using  cardiac  pacemakers  is  a 
public  interest  factor  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  have  to  consider  in  making  its 
decision  in  tois  proeeedhug.  Accordingly, 
persons  eommeating  in  proceeding 
are  requested  te  address  toe  question  of 
pessonal  hazard  as  well  as  the  economic 
and  technical  questions  raised  in  this 
Notice. 

Commission  Inquiry 

15.  Having  reviewed  Checkpoint’s  peti¬ 
tion,  toe  ccxnments  of  3M  and  toe  Knogo 
opposition,  the  Commission  finds  that 
toere  is  sufllclmt  merit  in  toe  Check¬ 
point  proposal  to  argue  against  an  out¬ 
right  denial  as  proposed  by  Knogo.  The 
mere  fact  that  toere  is  equipment  on  toe 
market  to  serve  a  particular  need  is  not 
sufficient  grounds  for  refusing  to  promul¬ 
gate  additional  regulations  to  make  it 
possible  for  a  new,  allegedly  more  efficient 
competing  equipment  to  enter  toe  mar¬ 
ket.  However,  we  cannot  overlook  toe 
contention  that  the  market  is  adequately 
served  by  devices  that  either  do  not  re¬ 
quire  Commission  authorization  or  com¬ 
ply  with  the  present  regulations  and  that 
additional  regulations  may  not  be  re¬ 
quired. 


«40FR 23600  (Mzy  30. 1976). 

•A  transcript  of  the  meeting  and  such 
written  material  that  may  have  been  sub¬ 
mitted  are  available  for  review  in  the  OOee 
ot  the  Bearittg  Olecfc,  Fbod  A  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration,  Horan  4-66,  6600  nzhers  Lane, 
RockvUle,  Maryland  20863. 
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16.  The  Commission  has  studied  the 
matpHaiR  that  have  thus  far  been  filed, 
but  is  not  satisfied  that  sufficient  infor¬ 
mation  has  been  elicited  to  enable  it  to 
adequately  consider  the  merits  of  con¬ 
tinuing  to  allow  the  use  of  radio  spectrum 
for  wlde-band.  swept  RF  eqiiiiHnents  used 
as  anti-pilferage  devices.  Accordingly, 
the  Commission  is  issiilng  this  Notice  of 
Inquiry  seeking  additional  toformatlon 
to  help  it  resolve  the  present  controversy. 
All  persons  supplying  anti-theft  devices 
are  requested  to  make  themselves  known 
to  the  Commission,  to  describe  how  their 
respective  equipment  op>erates,  what  the 
operating  parameters  are,  and  whether 
their  equipment  is  subject  to  Cconmission 
regulation.  The  Commission  is  also  seek¬ 
ing  information  on  the  relative  costs  of 
these  equipments  and  the  advantages  vis- 
a-vis  competing  equipment; 

17.  Information  is  also  sought  on  the 
following  specific  questions.  Information 
concerning  Interference  should  be  quan¬ 
titative  and  should  be  based  on  measure¬ 
ments  made  under  laboratory  conditions 
as  well  as  on-site  in  quiet  as  well  as  noisy 
locations. 

(a)  Knogo  is  currently  using  the  fre¬ 
quency  band  2±0.2  MHz  for  its  anti-pil¬ 
ferage  device.  Checkpoint  requested  the 
use  of  4.5-5.7  MHz  and  6.3-7.7  MHz.  In 
Its  waiver  to  Checkpoint,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  authorized  the  use  of  4.5-5 .7  MHz  or 
7.4-9.0  MHz.  Are  these  frequenci^  the 
best  suited  for  such  anti-pilferage  de¬ 
vices? 

(b)  What  level  of  emission  is  required 
for  the  operation  of  an  anti-pilferage 
device  operating  on  the  frequencies  listed 
in  paragraph  (a)  above,  noting  that  the 
Knogo  device  is  operating  under  the 
Commission’s  present  technical  specifica¬ 
tion  (15  j«V/m  at  x/2ir)  whereas  CJheck- 
point  alleges  that  a  level  of  100  liV/m 
peak  at  30  meters  is  required_^ 

(c)  What  measurement  "procedure 
should  be  used  to  determine  compliance 
of  an  anti-pilferage  device  using  swept 
frequency  techniques  such  as  are  used  by 
Knogo  and  Checkpoint. 

(d)  What  interference  problems  have 
been  caused  by  the  Knogo  eqiiipment 
now  in  use  operating  at  2  ±  0.2  MHz  with 
a  level  of  emission  of  15  /tV/m  at  x/2jr? 

(e)  What  Interference  problems  have 
been  caused  by  the  Checkpoint  equip¬ 
ment  now  in  use  operating  in  the  band 
4 -5-5.7  MHz  or  7.4-9.0  MHz  with  a  level 
of  emission  of  100  fiY/m  peak  at  30 
meters  under  a  waiver  of  the  technical 
specifications  in  Part  15? 

(f)  If  anti-pilferage  devices  were  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  on  the  frequencies 
listed  in  paragraph  (a)  with  the  level  of 
emission  requested  by  Checkpoint — 100 
/tV/m  peak  at  30  meters,  and  the  use  of 
anti-pilferage  devices  were  to  prolifer¬ 
ate,  what  Interference  probleins  could  be 
expected  to  arise? 

18.  Since  a  question  of  personal  haz¬ 
ard  has  been  raised,  information  is  also 
sought  on  this  subject:  The  electromag¬ 
netic  field  that  the  wearer  of  a  cMdlac 
pacemaker  must  pass  through  and  the 
efDect  of  this  field  on  the  several  pace¬ 
makers  currently  In  use. 


19^.  Authority  for  this  proceeding  is 
contained  in  Section  4(1),  302,  303(g) 
and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

20.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  S  1.415  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  persons  may  file  cmn- 
ments  on  or  before  November  24,  1975 
and  r^ly  comments  on  or  before  De- 
cercher  5,  1975.  All  relevant  and  timely 
comments  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  before  final  action  is  taken  in 
this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its  decision 
in  this  proceeding,  the  Commission  also 
may  take  into  account  other  relevant 
information  before  it,  in  addition  to  spe¬ 
cific  comments  invited  by  this  Notice. 

21.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
ori^al  and  11  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs,  or  comments  shall  be  furnished 
to  the  Commission.  Bespcaises  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Docket  Reference  Room  at  its 
Headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  October  8,  1975. 

Released:  October  16, 1975. 

-  Feseral  Coumunications 
Commission,' 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28160  PUed  10-17-75;8:46  am] 


[47CFRPart731 

[Docket  No.  20615;  RM-25341 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS,  OHIO 
Table  of  Assignments 

1.  Petitioner,  Proposal  and  Comments: 

(a)  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
is  given  concerning  amendment  of  the 
FM  Table  of  Assignments  (§  73.202(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions)  as  concerns  Zanesville,  Ohio, 

(b)  A  petition  for  rule  making  was 
filed'  on  behalf  of  a  partnership  iden¬ 
tified  as  Vlchroskl,  Eddy,  Taggart,  and 
Thedwall  (“Vichroskr) ,  proposing  that 
C^iannel  224A  be  assigned  to  Zanesville, 
Ohio,  as  a  second  FM  assignment  to  the 
community.  Since  Zanesville’s  current 
channel  is  Class  B,  this  would  cause  in¬ 
termixture,  a  matter  discussed  below  in 
paragraph  4. 

2.  Community  Data: 

(a)  Location:  Zanesville,  the  seat  of 
Muskingum  (bounty,  is  located  approxi¬ 
mately  150  miles  south  of  the  Canadian- 
U.S.  border,*  and  approximately  fifty 
miles  east  of  Columbus,  Ohio. 

(b)  Population:  Zanesville — 33,045; 
Muskingum  County — 77,826.* 


‘Commissioner  Rooks  concurring  In  the 
result. 

*  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  petition 
was  Issued  cm  AprU  7.  1975  (Kept.  No.  941). 

‘Since  Zanesville  Is  located  within  250 
miles  of  the  UA.-Canada  border,  this  pro¬ 
posal  Is  subject  to  approval  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Working  Agreement  of  the  U.S.- 
Canada  PM  Agreement  of  1947. 

•All  population  statistics  cited  are  from 
the  1970  UA.  Census. 


(c)  Local  Broadcast  Service:  Zanesville 
presently  receives  local  aural  service 
from  one  FM  station  (WHIZ-FM,  (Chan¬ 
nel  273)  and  one  AM  station  (WHIZ, 
Class  IV-U) ,  both  of  which  are  licensed 
to  Southeastern  Ohio  Broadcasting  Sys¬ 
tem,  Inc.  (“Southeastern”).  The  com¬ 
munity  is  served  by  one  UHF  television 
station,  WHIZ,  Channel  18,  also  licensed 
to  Southeastern. 

(d)  Economic:  Zanesville  serves  as  a 
retail  trading  center  for  the  surrounding 
rural  counties.  A  varied  assortment  of 
items  including  glass,  ceramic,  and  metal 
products  are  manufactured  there. 

3.  Preclusion  Studies: 

(a)  Preclusion  would  occur  on  co¬ 
channel  224A  and  third  adjacent  Chan¬ 
nel  221A.  Two  of  the  six  Ohio  commu¬ 
nities  in  the  co-channel  preclusion  area, 
Crooksville  (pop.  2,828)  and  New  Con¬ 
cord  (pop.  3,399) ,  presently  have  no  local 
aural  service.  Petiticmer  should  Indicate 
whether  alternate  assignments  exist  for 
those  communities. 

4.  Additional  Considerations: 

(a)  Petitioner  admits  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  intermix  a  Class  A  channel 
assignment  with  an  existing  Class  B 
channel  but  asserts  that  an  additional 
C^s  B  channel  is  not  available  for  as¬ 
signment  to  Zanesville.  Vichroski  adds 
that  despite  the  differences  in  coverage 
characteristics  between  a  Class  A  and  a 
Class  B  channel,  it  is  willing  to  proceed 
and  believes  that  it  will  be  competitive 
with  the  existing  facility.  Where^a^chan- 
nel  of  the  class  previously  assigned  to 
the  community  is  not  available  and  a 
Class  A  assignment  exists  as  the  only 
means  of  providing  needed  additional 
service,  we  have  permitted  an  “intermix¬ 
ture”  of  channels  in  order  to  provide  the 
service,  particularly  where,  as  here,  a 
party  expresses  a  desire  to  proceed  with 
operation  on  a  Class  A  channel.* 

5,  Assignment  of  the  channel  as  pro¬ 
posed  would  be  consistent  With  the  popu¬ 
lation  criteria  governing  FM  channel 
assignments.'  Moreover,  operation  of  a 
station  on  the  proposed  channel  at 
Zanesville  would  create  a  diversity  of 
media  ownership  and  thus  further  Com¬ 
mission  policy.  On  this  bsisis,  we  believe 
the  proposal  worthy  of  further  explora¬ 
tion  and  conclude  that  “intermixture” 
does  not  constitute  an  impediment  to 
favorable  action  in  this  case. 

6.  Proposed  Amendment  to  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments: 

’The  Commission  proposes  to  amend 
the  FM  Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202 

(b) ,  with  regard  t9  the  community  of 
Zanesville,  Ohio,  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

573 

224A,273 

*  See  Jackaon,  Term.,  49  PCC  3d  786  (1974) ; 
Columbus,  Ind.,  42  FCC  2d  718  (1973);  and 
Yakima.  Wash.,  42  FCG  2d  648  (1973). 

•  Further  Notice  of  Proposed,  Rule  Making, 
Docket  14186,  and  lno(Nporated  by  reference 
in  para.  25,  Third  Report  and  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  23  RH.  1859  (1963). 
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7.  Authority: 

The  Commission’s  authority  to  insti¬ 
tute  rule  making  proceedings,  showings 
required,  cut-ofF  procedvu-es,  and  filing 
requirements  are  set  forth  below. 

8.  Comments  and  Replies: 

Interested  parties  may  file  comments 

on  or  before  December  8,  1975,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  December  29, 
1975. 

Adopted:  October  7.  1975. 

Released:  October  14.  1975. 

FESEBAL  COMinmiCATIONS 

Commission, 

[seal]  Wallace  K  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  foimd  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(1),  5(d)  (1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0.281(b)  (6)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  as  set  forth  In  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
Invited  on  the  proposal  (s)  discussed  In 
this  notice  of  proposed  rule  making.  Pro- 
ponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in  Ini¬ 
tial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  assignment  is  also  expected  to  file 
comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits  or 
Incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  chan¬ 
nel  If  it  is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized, 
to  build  the  station  promptly.  Failure  to 
file  may  lead  to  denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  procedures.  ’The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  considetation 
of  filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Coimterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  Itself  will  be  considered,  if 
sulvanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered 
if  advanced  In  reply  comments.  (See 
S  1.420(d)  of  Commission  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 

making  vhlch  conflict  with  the  pro- 
posal(s)  in  this  notice,  they  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  comments  in  the  proceeding, 
and  Public  Notice  to  this  effect  will  be 
given  as  long  as  they  are  filed  before  the 
date  for  filing  Initial  comments  herein. 
If  filed  later  than  that,  they  will  not  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the  deci¬ 
sion  in  this  docket.  « 

4.  Comments  and  reply  conunents; 
service.  Pursuant  to  ai^licable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  in¬ 
terested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates 
set  forth  in  this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 
proceeding  or  persons  acting  on  behalf  of 
such  parties  must  be  made  in  written 
comments,  reply  comments,  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  pleadings.  Comments  shall  be 
served  on  the  petitioner  by  the  person 
filing  the  comments.  Reply  comments 
shall  be  served  on  the  person(s)  vsdio 
filed  comments  to  ^ilch  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  com¬ 


ments  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  service.  (See  S  1.420  (a) ,  (b)  and 
(c)  of  the  Commission  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  ctf  S  1.419  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations,  an  origi¬ 
nal  and  eleven  copies  of  all  comments, 
reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs,  or 
other  documents  shall  be  fiunlsbed  the 
Commission. 

6.  Public  inspectiem  of  filings.  All  fil¬ 
ings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room 
at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street,  N.W.. 
Washington.  D.C. 

[PR  Doc.75-28147  PUed  10-17-75,8:46  am] 


[47CFRPart73] 

[Docket  No.  20816] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS  IN 
CERTAIN  STATES 

Table  of  Assignments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  !  73.202 
(b).  Table  of  Assignments,  PM  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations.  (Shallottee,  N.C.;  Rainelle, 
W.  Va.;  Pana,  Illinois;  Montgomery  City, 
Missouri;  Malta,  Montana) . 

1.  The  Commission  has  imder  consid¬ 
eration  five  petitions  which  propose  the 
amendment  of  S  73.202(b)  of  the  Rules, 
the  FM  Table  of  Assignments,  by  assign¬ 
ing  a  first  Class  A  FM  channel  to  each  of 
the  above-menti(xied  communities.  None 
of  the  five  communities  is  located  in  or 
near  any  large  urbanized  area  and  the 
channels  can  be  assigned  consistent  with 
minimum  mileage  separation  require¬ 
ments.*  The  five  petitions  are  imopposed. 
The  proposals  and  petitioners  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

RM-2540.  Channel  228A  to  Sballotte,  North 
Carolina  (Union  Broadcasting  Corpora¬ 
tion) 

RM-2546.  Channel  244A  to  Rainelle,  West 
Virginia  (Tlie  R-^B  Company,  Inc.) 
RM-2648,  Chann^  266A  to  Pana,  nilnols 
(Larry  W.  Craig) 

RM-2649,  Channel  280A  to  Montgennery  City, 
Missouri  (Vincent  Charles  Myles) 
RM-2553,  Channel  261A  to  Malta,  Montana 
(W.  L.  Bolter) 

A  brief  description  of  each  petition 
follows. 

2.  ShaUotte,  North  Carolina  {RM- 
2540).  Union  Broadcasting  Corporation 
petitioned  on  March  27,  1975,  for  the 
assignment  of  Channel  228A  to  ShaUotte, 
North  Carolina  (pop.  597)..  ShaUotte  is 
near  the  southern  Atlantic  coast  of 
North  Carolina,  in  Brunswick  County 
(pop.  24,223).  Minimum  spacing  requires 
the  transmitter  antenna  be  located 
southeast  of  ShaUotte.  Petitioner’s  en¬ 
gineering  study  speaks  to  assignment  at 
Ocean  Isle  Beach,  6  mUes  south  of  Shal- 
lotte.  Because  petitioner  requests  the 
assignment  at  ShaUotte,  we  request  cor¬ 
rection  of  this  inconsistency  in  com¬ 
ments,  informing  us  at  which  community 


» In  order  to  meet  the  minimum  spacing  re¬ 
quirements  of  our  rules,  a  site  southeast  of 
ShaUottee,  North  Carolina,  would  be  re¬ 
quired. 


It  intends  to  operate  a  station  If  author¬ 
ized.  ShaUotte  has  a  daytime-only  AM 
station. 

3.  Petitioner  has  filed  data  concerning 
the  economic,  social,  and  governmental 
situatiem  of  ShaUotte.  It  states  that  this 
is  a  rural  area,  presently  expanding  be¬ 
cause  of  condominium,  retirement,  and 
tourist  business.  It  estimates  the  1973 
population  to  have  been  675.  Petitioner 
states  that  it  intends  to  ai^Uy  for  use  of 
the  channel  if  it  is  assigned.  For  these 
reasons,  con^deraUon  of  the  proposal 
for  a  first  Class  A  FM  channel  which 
would  provide  a  first  nighttime  local 
service  to  ShaUotte,  North  Carolina,  is 
warranted. 

4.  Rainelle.  West  Virginia  {RM-2S46). 
The  Rr-B  Company,  Inc.  of  RaineUe, 
West  Virginia,  filed  a  petition  on  May  20, 
1975,  proposing  assignment  of  Channel 
224A  to  RaineUe  (pop.  1,826).  Petitioner 
is  the  Ucensee  of  WRRL,  a  daytime-only 
AM  station,  the  only  broadcast  service 
in  RaineUe. 

5.  Petitioner  states  that  RaineUe’s 
population  has  increased  180%  since 
1960.  It  is  located  in  Greenbrier  County 
(pop.  32,090) .  In  addition,  there  are  sev¬ 
eral  unincorporated  areas  and  communi¬ 
ties  adjacent  to  RaineUe,  with  an  esti¬ 
mated  population  of  19,000.  Petitioner 
has  filed  Information  on  government,  in¬ 
dustry,  banks,  and  economy  in  RaineUe. 
For  the  above  reasons,  we  find  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  provide  a  first  FM  broadcast 
service  to  RaineUe,  West  Virginia,  should 
be  considered  in  rule  making. 

6.  Pana.  lUinois  {RM-2548) .  Larry  W. 
Craig  filed  a  petition  May  1,  1975,  seek¬ 
ing  the  assignment  of  Channel  265A  to 
Pana,  Illinois  (pop.  6,327) .  Pana  has  no 
broadcast  faculties  at  this  time. 

7.  Petitioner  has  su];H>lied  statistical 
Information  on  governmental,  social, 
educational,  and  economic  conditions  in 
Pana.  He  Informs  us  that  Pana,  In  Chris¬ 
tian  County,  BUnols,  Is  a  raUway  center 
to  major  cities  In  the  United  States.  Pe¬ 
titioner  has  also  submitted  letters  fitun 
citizens  of  the  community  in  support  of 
his  pr(^x)sal.  Mr.  Craig  states  that  he  rep¬ 
resents  a  group  that  wlU  apply  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  if  the  channel  Is  as¬ 
signed.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  and  the 
fact  that  Pana  has  no  local  broadcast 
service,  this  proposal  merits  exploration 
in  a  rule  making  proceeding. 

8.  Montgomery  City,  Missouri  (RM- 
2549) .  By  petition  received  May  8,  1975, 
Vincent  Charles  Myles,  requests  that 
Channel  280A  be  assigned  to  Montgom¬ 
ery  City  (pop.  2,700) ,  seat  of  Montgomery 
County  (pop.  11,000) .  It  now  has  no  local 
broadcast  station. 

9.  Petitioner  Informs  us  that  Montgom¬ 

ery  City  has  8  churches,  2  banks,  2  In¬ 
dustrial  parks,  8  manufacturers,  1  weekly 
newspaper,  and  5  civic  organizations.  It 
Is  a  farming  and  marketing  commimlty. 
Petitioner  states  that  he  intends  to  apply 
for  and  construct  a  broadcast  station.  If 
the  channel  Is  assigned,  which  would  look 
to  the  demands  of  the  local  community. 
Because  of  these  considerations,  and  the 
fact  that  this  would  provide  for  a  first 
aural  broadcast  service  for  MontgcHnery 
City,  we  are  inviting  comments  on  the 
proposal.  - 
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10.  Malta,  Montana  (RM-2553) .  W.  L. 
Hotter  filed  a  petition  on  May  23,  1975, 
asking  for  the  assignment  of  Channel 
261 A  to  Malta,  Montana  (pop.  2,196), 
seat  of  Phillips  County  (pop.  5,386). 
Malta  is  located  in  northeast  Montana 
near  the  Canadian  border.  It  presently 
has  no  broadcast  facility.  Petitioner  owns 
an  AM  station  70  miles  east  of  Malta  in 
Glasgow,  which  maintains  a  studio  in 
Malta  for  two  hours  of  local  program¬ 
ming  on  weekdays  and  local  newscasting. 

11.  Petitioner  states  that  he  Intends  to 
apply  for  a  construction  permit  and  build 
a  station  if  authorized  in  Malta.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  the  assignment,  he  informs  us 
that  Malta  is  a  rural  commimity  with  an 
economy  based  largely  on  agficultme 
and  livestock,  along  with  adjacent  na¬ 
tional  recreational  areas.  We  are  in¬ 
formed  that  Malta  is  the  trade  center  for 
its  surrounding  area  with  several  busi¬ 
nesses,  churches,  professionals,  a  work 
center  for  handicapped  persons,  trans¬ 
portation,  social  organizations,  recrea¬ 
tional  and  cultural  opportunities.  Be¬ 
cause  of  these  facts  and  in  view  of  the 
proposal  to  provide  a  first  local  aural 
broadcast  service  to  Malta,  Montana,  we 
are  inclined  to  consider  its  merits  in  a 
rule  making.  This  assignment  will  require 
coordination  with  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment. 

12.  Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments. 
§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  nfies  and 
regulations,  as  follows  for  the  listed  com¬ 
munities; 


posed  assignment  is  also  expected  to  file 
comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits  or  in¬ 
corporates  by  reference  its  former  plead¬ 
ings.  It  should  also  restate  its  present 
intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build 
the  station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may 
lead  to  denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered  if 
advanced  in  reply  comments.  (See  §  1.- 
420(d)  of  Commission  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  confiict  with  the  propos- 
al(s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  comments  in  the  proceeding,  and 
Public  Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given 
as  long  as  they  are  filed  before  the  date 
for  filing  initial  comments  herein.  If  filed 
later  than  that,  they  will  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  connection  with  the  decision  in 
this  docket. 

4.  Comments  and  reply  comments; 
service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  in¬ 
terested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates 
set  forth  in  this  notice  of  prc^osed  nile 
making.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 
proceeding  or  persons  acting  on  behalf  of 
such  parties  must  be  made  in  written 
comments,  reply  comments,  or  other  ap- 


foreign  ownership  restrictions  on  those 
applying  for  cable  television  certificates 
of  compliance.  Petitioner  requests  that 
we  propose  in  this  proceeding  the 
amendment  of  §  76.31  (franchise  stand¬ 
ards)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  such 
that,  to  obtain  a  certificate  of  compli¬ 
ance,  a  proposed  or  existing  cable  televi¬ 
sion  system  shall  demonstrate,  under 
oath,  that  applicant  is  not: 

1.  An  alien  or  a  representative  of  any 
alien; 

2.  A  foreign  government  or  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  foreign  government; 

3.  A  corporation  organized  under  a 
foreign  government; 

4.  A  corporation  of  which  any  officer 
or  director  is  an  alien  or  of  which  more 
than  one-fifth  of  the  capital  stock  is 
owned  of  record  or  voted  by  aliens  or 
their  representatives  or  by  a  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment  or  representative  thereof  or  by 
any  corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  a  foreign  country; 

5.  Any  corporation  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  controlled  by  any  other  corpora¬ 
tion  of  which  any  officer  or  more  than 
one-fourth  of  the  directors  are  aliens 
or  of  which  more  than  one-fourth  of 
the  capital  stock  is  owned  of  record  or 
voted  by  aliens,  their  representatives,  or 
by  a  foreign  government  or  a  represent¬ 
ative  thereof,  or  by  any  corporation  or¬ 
ganized  under  the  laws  of  a  foreign  coun¬ 
try,  if  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
public  interest  will  be  served  by  refusal 
of  such  certffication. 

2.  The  basic  language  of  petitioner's 
proposed  rule  amendment  is  taken  from 


Channel  No.  propriate  pleadings.  Comments  shall  be  the  statutory  provisions  of  Section  310 
Present  Proposed^  served  on  the  petitioner  by  the  person  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
_  filing  the  comments.  Reply  comments  of  1934,  as  amended,  which  imposes  alien 


Bhallotte,  N.C .  228A. 

Kainelle,  W.  Va .  '  244A 


shall  be  served  on  the  person(s)  who 
filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is  di¬ 


ownership  restrictions  on  the  grant  of 
licenses  in,  inter  alia,  the  broadcast  and 


Pana,m . 265A 

Montgomery  City,  Mo .  280A 

Malta,  Mont... .  26iA 


rected.  Such  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  service.  (See  §  1.430  (a),  (b)  and 


conunon  cawd^  services.^  While  noting 
that  eaUe  teimsien  srsfecms  are  not  li¬ 
censed  the  Commission,’  and  that  the 


13.  The  Commission’s  authority  to  in¬ 
stitute  rule  making  proceedings,  show¬ 
ings  required,  cut-off  procedures,  and  fil¬ 
ing  requirements  are  set  forth  below. 

14.  Interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  December  8, 1975,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  December 
29, 1975. 

Adopted;  October  7, 1975. 

Released:  October  14, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEALl  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

L  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0.281(b)  (6)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  as  set  forth  in  this  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposaKs)  discussed  In 
this  notice  of  proposed  rule  making.  Pro- 
ponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in  ini¬ 
tial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a  pro- 


(c)  of  the  Commission  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies,  hi  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  1.419  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  reg«dations,  an 
original  and  eleven  copies  of  all  com¬ 
ments,  reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs, 
or  other  documents  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission. 

6.  Public  inspection  of  filings.  All  fil¬ 
ings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Rocun 
at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C. 

IPR  Doc.76-28148  FUed  10-17-75; 8: 45  am] 

[47CFRPart76] 

lDf)Cket  No.  20621;  RM-2499;  FCC  75-1 141 J 
CABLE  TELEVISION  SERVICE 
General  Citizenship  Requirements 
1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a 
“Petition  for  Proposed  Rule  Making’’ 
(RM-2499)  filed  by  the  law  firm  of 
Ch'eeley,  Bernard  b  Tiemey  seeking  in¬ 
stitution  of  a  rule  making  proceeding 
considering  amendment  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  cable  television  rules  to  impose 


regvdaMon  of  eable  systems  does  not 
come  withiu  the  purview  ef  these  statu¬ 
tory  ownevnliip  restrictions,  petitioner 
maintains  that  adoption  of  the  proposed 
rule  amendment,  n^ich  would  apply  to 
cable  television  the  same  limitations  of 
ownership  by  foreign  powers  and  inter¬ 
ests  that  are  now  applicable  to  certain 
other  Commission  authorizations,  does 
appear  desirable.  Moreover,  it  is  con¬ 
tended  that  Initiation  of  the  requested 
rule  Twftking  proceeding  is  necessary  to 
resolve  any  doubt  that  would  otherwise 
exist  as  to  the  Commission’s  long  range 
policy  in  this  area  of  cable  regulation. 

3.  In  support  fot  its  proposal,  peti¬ 
tioner  suggests  that  the  framers  of  the 
Communications  Act  did  not  forsee  the 
emergence  of  cable  television,  nor  antic¬ 
ipate  its  becoming  a  significant  medium 
of  communications.  Petitioner  main¬ 
tains,  however,  that  cable  television  has 
developed  into  a  medium  capable  of  in¬ 
fluencing  the  lives  and  actions  of  people 

^See  footnote  6.  infra,  for  the  relevant 
provisions  of  amended  lotion  310  of  the 
Communications  Act. 

*  WhUe  cable  television  systems  are  not  11- 
cenMd,  stations  tn  the  Cable  Television 
Relay  Service  (CABS)  are  authorized  by  U- 
cense.  See  further  discussion  CABS,  infra. 
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in  this  country  with  the  potential  of  be-  munlcations  with  functions  analogous  to  but  could  aid  us  in  our  enforcement  of 
coming  (me  of  the  chief  media  of  infor-  those  carried  out  by  both  broadcaster  whatever  policy  may  be  adopte(L 
mfttinn  n.nrt  «»nninniinirAtinin  upon  whlch  and  ccmunon  Carrier  entities  and  with  6.  The  nature  of  the  amendment  which 
the  citizenry  will  depend.  It  is  asserted  the  capacity  to  provide  addlticmal  serv-  we  propose  for  Part  76  of  the  Comipis- 
that  the  Commission  already  has  given  ices  not  now  provided  by  either.  A  caUe  slon’s  Rules  is  set  forth  in  the  Appendix 
cognizance  to  this  development  and  fur-  system  can  not  only  rriay  ttie  informa-  attached.*  Included  are  citizenship  and 
ther  potential  in  its  proceedings  con-  ticm  and  eatertainment  product  of  others  alien  interest  restrictions  not  unlike 
ceming  newspaper-cable  *  and  televl-  but  can  make  its  own  original  contribu-  those  foimd  in  the  Communications  Act 
sion-cable*  (uross-ownership  and  in  the  ticm  to  this*  electronic  stream.  Because  of  and  in  several  sections  of  the  Commis- 
promulgaticm  of  rules  governing  origina-  this  capacity  of  cable  systems  to  origl-  sion’s  Rules.*  However,  because  of  the 
tion  cablecasting.*  Petitioner  cites  the  nate  pn^ramming  as  wdl  as  to  fcnrward  various  differences  between  our  cmrent 
ciurrent  finanria.!  problems  confronting  that  of  others,  we  believe  it  appnmriate  cable  television  regulatory  scheme  and 
the  cable  industry  and  the  fact  that  for-  to  concern  ours^ves  with  the  questicm  of  the  licensing  processes  and  policies 
pigT)  interests  are  seeking  investment  op-  whether  control  of  these  facilities  might  adopted  for  regulation  of  other  com- 
portunities  in  the  United  States,  m  fall  into  the  hands  of  those  who  would  munlcations  entities,  certain  arxommo- 
view  of  these  factors,  it  then  asks  the  use  th«n  against  our  national  interests,  dating  modifications  have  been  proposed. 
Commission  to  act  immediately  to  Inasmuch  as  the  cable  television  Indt^try  As  proposed,  S  76.503  refers  to  alien  own- 
inform  the  cable  industry  and  poten-  in  the  United  States  is  still  in  its  growing  ership  and  operation  of  cable  systems, 
tial  investors  whether  unrestricted  for-  stages  and,  as  far  as  we  can  determine,  is  rather  than  to  the  grant  or  holding  of  a 
eign  investment  in  that  Industry  is  to  not  now  subject  to  extensive  foreign  lii^nse,'*  and  provides  procedures  by 
be  permitted  or  if  restrictions  similar  to  domination  or  influence,  action  now  in  which  cable  systems  with  certain  alien 
those  imposed  <m  broadcasting  are  to  be  this  regulatory  area  appears  both  appro-  interests  would  be  required  to  submit 
made  applicable  to  cable  television.  In  priate  and  timely.  notifications  of  same  to  the  Commission 

comments  filed  in  response  to  this  peti-  5.  Until  recently,  all  major  segments  of  and,  where  applicable,  seek  Commission 
tion  for  rule  making,  the  National  Cable  the  cable  television  industry  were  subject  approval  of  su<di  existing  or  proposed 
Television  Association  declines  to  address  to  the  limitations  of  Section  310  by  virtue  alien  interests.  Proposed  paragraphs  (a) 
the  merits  of  petitioner’s  proposals  yet  of  their  use  of  microwave  radio  stati<Mis  (6)  and  (7),  like  the  related  pr^sions 
agrees  that,  the  Commission  should  in-  in  the  Cable  Television  Relay  Service  of  Section  310(b)  (4)  of  the  Communica- 
stitute  a  rule  maWng  proceeding  in  this  (CARS) .  Section  310  applied  to  author!-  tions  Act,  refer  to  Commission  action  as 
regulatory  area.  NCJTA  indicates  that  it  zations  in  the  CARS  service  and,  accord-  a  condition  subsequent  to  election  or  to 
does  not  have,  at  this  time,  sufficient  data  ingly,  cable  operators  api^ylng  for  CARS  the  sale  or  transfer  of  capital  stock.” 
to  determine  the  extent  of  foreign  facilities  were  subject  to  its  limitations.  However,  we  hope  that,  to  avoid  idaclng 
ownership  of  cable  systems  operating  in  Although  clearly  not  adopted  with  this  systems  in  needless  Jeopardy,  the  prefer- 
the  United  States.  end  in  mind,  the  revision  to  Section  310  able  practice  w(mld  be  for  a  corporation 

4.  Having  reviewed  the  subject  peti-  adopted  by  the  Congress  in  Pub.  L.  93—  to  seek  Commission  approval  prior  to 
tion,  we  believe  it  is  appropriate  to  con-  505  rendered  that  section,  under  a  literal  either  election  or  the  sale  or  transfer  of 
sider  the  adoption  of  rules,  applicable  to  reading,  no  kmger  applicable  to  authorl-  capital  stock. 

cable  television,  paralleling  the  pro-  zations  in  the  Cable  Televislcm  Relay  7.  We  have  not  decided,  as  yet,  whether 
visions  of  Section  310  of  the  Comm  uni-  Service.  While  this  sp>ecific  limitation  no  it  woidd  be  appropriate  to  require  di¬ 
cations  Act  to  regulate  cable  television  longer  appears  applicable,  we  do  not  be-  vestlture  of  any  foreign  Interests  in  ex¬ 
system  ownership  or  control  by  foreign  Ueve  this  refiects  a  Ctmgressional  deter-  istence  now  or  established  during  the 
interests.*  Cable  is  a  hybrid  form  of  com-  mination  that  restrictions  on  foreign  pendency  of  this  proceeding.  A  deciskMi 

ownership  of  cable  systems  are  not  ap-  to  grandfather  any  of  these  interests 
propriate.’  Even  in  the  absence  of  a  spe-  would  be  based  on  a  showing  that  the 
cific  Congressional  directive  on  this  mat-  current  complement  of  foreign  owner- 
ter,  the  Commission  has  general  statu-  ship  and  operation  of  domestic  cable  sys- 
tory  responsibilities  in  the  granting  of  terns  is  small  enough  such  that  no  over- 
radio  authorizations  and  regulatory  au-  riding  reason  exists  for  demanding  ays- 
thority  over  cable  television  which  we  be-  tern  divestiture  or  corporate  reorgantea- 
lieve  mandate  consideration  of  whether  tion.  Systems  in  operation  (sr  ai^icanti 


;*See,  e^..  First  Report  in  Docket  18S91, 
PCC  76-303,  52  PC!C  2d  170  (1975) . 

*See,  e.g^  Report  and  Order  in  Docket 

20243.  FCC  76 - . - FCC  2d - ( 1976) . 

*  See  Sections  76.205,  et  al,  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

« Section  310,  to  the  extent  here  pertinent, 
states: 

(a)  The  station  license  required  under  this 
Act  shall  not  be  granted  to  or  held  by  any 
foreign  government  or  the  representative 
thereof. 

(b)  No  broadcast  or  common  carrier  or 
aeronautical  en  route  or  aeronautical  fixed 
radio  station  license  shall  be  granted  to  or 
held  by — 

(1)  any  alien  or  the  repersentatlve  of  any 
alien; 

(2)  any  corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  any  foreign  government; 

(3)  any  corporation  of  which  any  officer  or 
director  is  an  alien  or  of  which  more  than 
one-fifth  of  the  capital  stock  is  owned  of 
record  or  voted  by  aliens  or  their  representa¬ 
tives  or  by  a  foreign  government  or  repres^t- 
ative  thereof  or  by  any  corporation  orga¬ 
nized  under  the  laws  at  a  foreign  country; 

(4)  any  corporation  directly  or  indirectly 
controlled  by  any  other  corporation  of  which 
any  officer  or  more  than  cme-fourtti  of  the 
directors  are  allms,  or  at  which  more  than 
one-fourth  of  tha  capital  stock  is  owned  of 
record  or  voted  hy  aliens,  their  representa- 
tlvaa,  or  by  a  foreign  government  or  repre¬ 
sentative  thereof,  or  by  any  corporation  orga¬ 
nized  \UKler  the  laws  of  a  foreign  country, 
if  the  Commission  finds  that  the  public  inter¬ 
est  will  be  served  by  the  refusal  or  revocation 
of  such  license. 


*  The  specific  language  of  the  rule  proposed 
in  the  petition  of  Oreeley,  Bernard  it  Tierney 
has  not  been  adopted  because  it  related  only 
to  those  cable  systems  seeking  a  Certificate  of 
Compliance  and  would  leave  ouMde  of  the 
regulation  systems  vdio  have  already  obtained 
Certificates  or  who  have  not  yet  been  re¬ 
quired  to  obtain  a  Certificate.  It  would  not, 
moreover,  provide  a  mechanism  for  regulat¬ 
ing  ownership  changes  during  the  term  of  a 
Certificate. 

*See  e.g.  1181.23  (Land  Maritime  Serv¬ 
ices)  and  87.3  (Aviation  Services) .  - 

While  we  have,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
Notice,  substituted  “owned  or  operated"  for 
the  holding  or  grant  of  a  "UcasMe,’’  tho  com¬ 
mission  realizes  that  such  a  suhatitatlon  re¬ 
sults  in  a  rule  which  does  not  functionally 
parallel  the  alien  restrictions  found  in  Sec¬ 
tion  SlO(h)  of  the  Communicstlons  Act.  We 
seek  specific  comment  and  guManee  on  this 
matter. 

See  in  this  regard,  AVCO  Broadcasting 
Corp.,  PCC  70-604,  23  P<XJ  2d  669  (1970). 


^  Prior  to  its  amendment,  the  alien  restric¬ 
tions  of  Section  310  generally  applied  to  the 
holding  of  a  “etstion  UcenM"^  required  by  the 
Communications  Act.  After  the  adoption  of 
P.L.  93-506,  enacted  November  30,  1974,  this 
section’s  alien  ownership  prohibitions  ap¬ 
plied  only  to  “broadcast  or  common  carrier 
or  aeronantical  en  route  or  aeronautical  fixed 
radio  station"  licensee.  See  footnote  6,  snpra. 
The  legislative  history  of  twfai  change  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  intention  was  to  permit  the 
grant  of  radio  licenses  in  the  safety  and  spe¬ 
cial  and  experimental  radio  sendees  directly 
to  aliens,  representatives  of  aliens,  and  for¬ 
eign  corporations.  See  Commission  Order, 
- PCC  2d - ,  40  PR  5565  (1975). 
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of  a  certificate  of  compliance) .  However, 
during  the  pendency  of  this  proceeding, 
all  authorizations,  whether  Certificates 
of  Cmnplianoe  grants  or  construction 
permits  or  licenses  In  the  Cable  Televi¬ 
sion  Relay  Service,  will  be  conditioned  on 
the  outcome  of  this  proceeding.  Those 
obtaining  ownership  Interests  or  Increas¬ 
ing  ownership  Interests  Inconsistent  with 
the  rules  proposed  herein  are  cautioned 
that  they  will  be  doing  so  at  their  own 
risk. 

8.  We  believe,  subject  to  our  analysis 
of  the  comments  to  be  submitted  herein 
by  interested  parties,  that  the  rule 
amendments  proposed  today  will  serve 
the  public  without  jeopardizing  the  abil¬ 
ity  of  the  cable  television  industry  to 
attract  the  capital  and  expertise  neces¬ 
sary  for  its  continued  operation  and 
growth.  In  any  event,  however,  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  addressing  these  issues  in  a 
rule  making  proceeding  is  clearly  ap¬ 
parent  We  are  not  unmindfid  of  the 
position,  which  may  be  taken  by  some  of 
the  parties  commenting  herein,  that  the 
Commission’s  imposition  of  citizenship 
restrictions  In  the  area  of  cable  televi¬ 
sion  system  regulation  Is  statutorily  Im¬ 
proper  and  that  enactment  of  any  such 
restrictions  should  be  left  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  Such  an  opinion,  as  well  as  all 
other  forms  of  guidance  submitted  in 
this  proceeding,  will  be  thoroughly  con¬ 
sidered  and  weighed  wdl  prior  to  our 
adoption  of  any  amendment  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

9.  Authority  for  the  rule  making  pro¬ 
posed  herein  is  contained  in  Sections  2, 
3,  4  (1),  and  (j),  301,  303,  307,  308,  309, 
and  310  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended.  All  interested  parties 
are  Invited  to  file  written  comments  on 
this  rule  making  proposal  cm  or  before 
November  24,  1975,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  December  15, 1975.  In  reach¬ 
ing  a  decision  on  this  matter  the  Oom- 
mlsslon  may  take  into  account  any  other 
relevant  information  before  it.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  those  invited  by  this  Notice. 

10.  hi  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Section  1.419  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations,  an  original  and 
11  copies  of  all  comments,  replies,  idead- 
ings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  filed  in 
this  proceeding  diall  be  furxfished  to  the 
Commission.  Responses  will  be  available 
for  public  Inspection  diutog  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  In  the  Commission  Public 
Reference  Room  at  its  Headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  October  8, 1975. 

Released:  October  15, 1975. 

Federal  ComcuincATioNS 
Commission,^ 

[SEAL]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary- 

Part  76  of  ChiUDter  I  of  Title  47  oi  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is  amended, 
as  follows: 

*  Commissioner  Robinson’s  statement  filed 
•s  part  of  the  wlglnal  document.  . 


Subpart  J — Diversification  of  Control  and 
General  Citizenship  Restrictions 

1.  The  title  of  Subpart  J  is  revised  to 
read  as  set  forth  above. 

2.  A  new  5  76.503  Is  added,  as  follows: 

§  76.503  General  citizenship  restrictions. 

(а)  No  cable  television  system  shall  be 
owned  or  operated  by : 

(1)  Any  alien  or  the  representative  of 
any  alien, 

(2)  Any  foreign  government  or  a  rep¬ 
resentative  thereof, 

(3)  Any  corporation  organized  under 
the  laws  of  any  foreign  government, 

(4)  Any  corporatlcm  of  which  any  of¬ 
ficer  or  director  is  an  alien, 

(5)  Any  corporation  of  which  more 
than  one-fifth  of  the  capital  stock  is 
owned  of  record  or  voted  by  aliens  or 
their  representatives  or  by  a  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment  or  the  representative  thereof,  or 
by  any  corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  a  foreign  country, 

(б)  Any  corporation  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  contarolled  by  any  other  corpora¬ 
tion  of  which  any  officer  or  more  than 
one-fourth  of  the  directors  are  aliens,  if 
the  Commission  finds  that  such  owner¬ 
ship  or  control  would  not  be  consistent 
with  the  public  interest,  or 

(7)  Any  corporation  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  controlled  by  any  other  corpora¬ 
tion  of  which  more  than  one-fourth  of 
the  capital  stock  is  owned  of  record  or 
voted  by  aliens,  their  representatives,  or 
by  a  foreign  government  or  the  repre¬ 
sentative  thereof,  or  by  any  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  a  foreign 
country,  if  the  Commission  finds  that 
such  ownership  or  control  would  not  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest. 

(b)  Corporations  seeking  Commission 
approval  of  existing  or  proposed  inter¬ 
ests  as  described  in  pairagraphs  (a)  (6) 
and  (7)  of  this  section  shall  file  with 
the  Cmnmission  no  later  than  ten  days 
following  the  creation  of  any  such  inter¬ 
ests,  a  notification  clearly  stating  the  ex¬ 
tent  and  nature  of  such  interests,  and 
shall  include  therewith  a  copy  of  the 
ownership  section  of  FCC  Form  325  “An¬ 
nual  Report  of  Cable  Television  Sys¬ 
tems,**  supplying  the  information  re¬ 
quested,  as  if  the  alien  interest  were  al¬ 
ready  in  existence.  The  notice  shall  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the  procedural 
requirements  of  S  76.7  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

[FR  Doo.76-qai49  FUed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[lOCFR  Part  213] 
REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS 
Proposed  Elimination 

'  Under  8  213.23(c)  of  the  Oil  Import 
Regulations,  the  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  (FEA)  (xdlects,  from  each  im¬ 
porter.  information  concerning  the  quan¬ 
tity,  country  of  origin,  and  further  proc¬ 
essing  requirements  of  all  imported  crude 


oil  and  petroleum  products.  The  report¬ 
ing  system  was  originally  intended  to 
faoilitede  the  monitoring  of  accounts  re¬ 
ceivable,  and  to  expedite  information  on 
import!^  trends  (39  FR  1266,  January  7, 
1974).  HowevOT,  the  information  sup¬ 
plied  by  this  system  is  no  longer  utilized, 
since  it  duplicates  information  more 
quickly  available  from  Customs  Forms 
7501  and  7505,  and  from  the  telephone 
reports  of  District  Directors  of  Customs. 
Accordingly,  FEA  .hereby  proposes  to 
eliminate  the  reporting  requirements  of 
§  213.23(c)  from  the  Oil  Import  Regiila- 
tions. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
with  respect  to  these  amendments  to  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Communications,  Room  3309, 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Box  EN, 
The  Federal  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461.  Comments  should  be  identified  on 
the  outside  of  the  envelope  and.  on  the 
documents  submitted  to  the  Federal  En¬ 
ergy  Administration  wltli  the  designa¬ 
tion  “Elimination  of  Reporting  Require¬ 
ments.’’  Fifteen  (15)  copies  should  be 
submitted.  All  cmnments  received  by  4:30 
p.m.,  October  30. 1975,  will  be  considered 
by  the  Federal  Energy  Administration  in 
evaluating  the  revision  and  amendments. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial  must  be  so  identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  determine  the  con¬ 
fidential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  its  de¬ 
termination. 

FEA  has  determined  that  since  this 
proposal  is  procedural  only,  it  is  not  “like¬ 
ly  to  have  a  substantial  impact  on  the 
Nation’s  economy  or  large  numbers  of  in¬ 
dividuals  or  businesses.’’  The  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  7(i)  (c)  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Adnfintetration  Act  of  1974  (Pub. 
L.  93-275),  concerning  opportunity  for 
the  oral  presentation  of  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  tmder  such  circumstances,  are 
therefore  deemed  not  to  apply. 

Since  this  pr(HX)sal  will  have  no  affect 
on  the  quality  of  the  environment,  the 
requirements  of  Section  7(c)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act,  pro¬ 
viding  for  review  of  proposed  actions  by 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmmtal 
Protection  Agency,  are  also  deemed  not 
to  apply. 

Finally,  this  proposal  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  in  accordance  with  Executive  Or¬ 
der  11821  and  OMB  Circular  NO..A-107 
and,  since  it  is  procedural  in  nature,  has 
been  determined  not  to  require  evalua¬ 
tion  of  its  inflationary  impact  as  provided 
therein. 

(Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974, 
Pub.  L.  93376;  E.0. 11790,  89  FR  23185;  Trade 
Expansion  Act  of  1963,  PJL.  87794,  as 
amended;  Proclamation  No.  8279, 24  FR  1781, 
as  amended  by  Proclamati<m  No.  4210,  88  FR 
9646,  Prodamatimi  No.  «a7.  88  FR  16196, 
Proclamation  Na  4817,  88  FR  85103.  Pioid*- 
mation  No.  4841,  40  FR  8966,  Proclamation 
No.  4366, 40  FR  10487,  ProclamatKm  NO.  4870. 
40  FR  19431,  and  Proclamation  No.  4377,  48 
FR  33429) 
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In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  It  regarding  the  recommended  drained  sec. 
is  proposed  that  Part  213  of  Chapter  n,  weights  presented  in  the  proposed  revi-  5?  ^  ^  ^ 

Title  10  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula-  sion,  the  Department  conducted  a  study 

tions  be  amended  as  set  forth  below.  of  the  drained  weight  of  different  can  52^7  Recommended  fiu  of 

I«uedInWaaiU«ton,D.C„Octoberl6,  Si 

Ti*  Thls  notlcc  rcflects  the  results  of  the  62.2049  Recommended  fill  wrtghts. 

KOBERT  i!,.  JVicmTC^ERY,  jr.,  study  in  that  adjusted  recommended  62.2O6O  Determining  the  grade  of  a  sample 

„  .  ,  „  u-eT^ot  cou  e  ,  mininfinm  drained  weights — both  for  an  unit. 

Federal  Energy  Administratum.  entire  sample  and  for  Individual  con-  62.206I  Determining  the  rating  for  the  fac- 

§  213.23  [Amended]  talners — are  set  forth.  Also,  a  procedure  52^052  Ct^”  which  are  scored. 

Section  213.23  is  amended  by  deleting  determination  of  ^  weights  52.2053  uniformity  of  size  and  shape, 

paragraph  (c),  and  by  redesignating  “  “  62.2064  Consistency— “SoUd-pack"  only. 

naT^rnnhs  fdl  and  fel  as  nameraDha  of,  drained  weights— is  set  forth  and  the  62.2056  Defects. 

?crand^d)  iSneSvelf  appUcable  limits  for  such  fill  weights  are  6211056  Character. 

ici  ana  vai  respecuveiy.  provided.  62.2067  Determining  the  grade  of  a  lot. 

- - - -  -  - - - — ,  This  second  notice  of  proposed  rule-  6211058  Designating  the  color  ciassiflca- 

making  Includes  a  number  of  revisions  tion(s)  of  sample  units  and  of  a 

or  mo^cations  that  were  made  as  a  re-  53^^59  DeteiWnlng  the  style(s)  of  sample 
suit  of  the  comments  submitted  to  the  unjtg  and  of  a  lot. 

first  notice.  62.2060  Score  sheet. 

In  brief  summary,  in  addition  to  the  ,  w  ...  .  *  # 

above  referenced  changes  in  the  recom-  995  gg  j^gg  ^  amended.  7 

mended  fill  weight  and  drained  weight  xrsc  1624 
limits,  this  proposed  revision  contains  the 
following  major  changes  from  the  cur-  §  52.2041  Identity, 
rently  effective  (1951)  grade  standards:  Canned  sweetpotatoes  is  the  product  as 

(1)  Includes  and  defines  a  new  style  defined  in  the  Definitions  and  Standards 

to  be  designated  as  “sections”;  of  Identity  for  Canned  Vegetables  (21 

(2)  Presents  revised  allowances  for  CFR  51.990),  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Ped- 

size  and  shape  variations  in  tabular  form  eral  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  For 
and  modifies  the  limiting  rules  which  the  purposes  of  this  subpart,  canned 
apply  thereto:  sweetpotatoes  Include  the  product  to 

(3)  Provides  for  the  determination  of  which  permitted  optional  flavorings, 

consistency  in  “solid-pack”  sweetpota-  spices,  artificial  sweeteners,  or  garnish 
toes  only;  ingredients  (such  as  pinei^ple.  orange. 

(4)  Sets  forth  new  and  revised  deflni-  or  apple  components)  may  be  added 
tions  of  defects  and  character  and  in-  Artificial  coloring  shall  not  be  added  to 
eludes  allowances  for  each  grade  in  tab-  canned  sweetpotatoes. 

(5)  Provides  for  the  color  classiflea-  §  52.2042  Colors.  (See  §  52.2058) 

tion  and  style  classification  of  individual  (a)  Golden, 
sample  units  and  of  a  lot;  and  (b)  Yellow. 

(6)  Realigns  the  score  points  to  allow  (c)  Mixed.  A  combination  of  the 
a  10  point  range  in  each  grade  and  es-  aforementioned  colors  in  any  proportions 
tabllshes  U.S.  Grade  B,  rather  than  n.S.  in  a  sample  unit. 

Grade  C,  as  the  level  of  quality  below  «  eo  ooyi*  c.  1  /c  c  oocon 
UB.  Grade  A.  Such  realignment  con-  §52.2043  Styles.  (See  §  52.2059) 

forms  with  the  current  practice  in  most  (a)  “Whole”  means  that  the  ctuined 
U.S.  grade  standards  for  processed  fruits  sweetpotatoes  have  the  aiH>earance  of 
and  vegetables  and  does  not  alter  the  being  essentially  whole,  irrespective  of 
quality  levels  between  the  various  grades,  size. 

(7)  Deletes'  the  terms  “U.S.  Fancy”  (b)  “Halves”  or  “Halved”  means 

and  “U.S.  Extra  Standard”  as  alterna-  canned  sweetpotatoes  that  have  been  cut 
tive  terms  to  U.S.  Grade  A  and  U.S.  longitudinally  into  approximate  halves. 
Grade  B,  respectively.  Letters  and  studies  (c)  “Sections”  means  canned  sweet- 
have  indicate  consumer  preferences  for  potatoes  that  have  been  cut  transversely 
single  letter  designations  to  Indicate  dif-  into  approximate  cylindrical  units  2 
ferent  levels  of  quality  and  that  the  let-  inches  or  more  in  length  and  the  length 
ter  “A”  most  clearly  and  easily  identified  to  diameter  ratio  is  not  less  than  1.5  to  1. 
a  product  as  being  of  the  best  or  superior  ( j)  “pieces,”  “Cuts,”  or  “Cut’  means 
quality  ;  toe  letter  “B”  implied  a  second  canned  sweetpotatoes  that  have  been  cut 
or  next  best  quality,  and  so  on.  into: 

Therefore,  in  recognition  of  this  pref-  (i)  Portions  of  random  size  and/or 
erence  and  in  toe  interest  of  clarity  and  to£q)e; 

understanding,  these  somewhat  confus-  (2)  Approximate  single  or  double 
ing  alternative  terms  of.  “UJS.  Fancy”  cube-shaped  units;  or 
and  “U.S.  Extra  Standard”  are  deleted  (3)  Any  other  form  not  otherwise  de- 
from  these  standards.  fined  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  52] 

CANNED  SWEETPOTATOES 
Notice  of  Proposed  Standards  for  Grades  ^ 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  pro¬ 
posing  a  revision  of  toe  United  Stetes 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned  Sweet¬ 
potatoes  (7  CFR  52.8041-52.2060).  This 
grade  standard  is  issued  imder  authority 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946  (Sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended, 

7  U.S.C.  1624),  which  provides  for  toe 
issuance  of  ofiBcial  U.S.  grades  to  des¬ 
ignate  different  levels  of  quality  for  toe 
volimtary  use  of  producers,  buyers,  and 
consumers.  Official  grading  services  are 
also  provided  imder  this  act  upon  request 
of  toe  applicant  and  upon  payment  of  a 
fee  to  cover  toe  cost  of  such  service. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  toe  pro¬ 
posal  should  file  toe  same  in  duplicate  by 
December  31,  1975  with  toe  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  £>epartment  of  Agriculture, 

Room  112,  Administration  Building, 

Washington,  D.C.  20250.  All  written  sub¬ 
mittals  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  review  at  toe  Of¬ 
fice  of  toe  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

Statement  of  Consideration  Leading 
to  the  Proposed  Revision.  The  current 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Sweetpotatoes  have  been  in  ef¬ 
fect  since  1951.  Since  that  time  there 
have  been  a  number  of  significant 
changes  in  toe  preparation,  processing 
and  marketing  of  canned  sweetpotatoes. 

A  previous  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  to  revise  these  grade  standards  ap¬ 
peared  in  toe  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
3195)  of  February  2, 1973.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  were  invited  to  submit  to  toe  De¬ 
partment  not  later  than  May  1,  1973, 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  in 
connection  with  toe  notice. 

In  response  to  a  number  of  objections 
received  from  canners  of  sweetpotatoes  revising  §§  52.2041-52.2056  and  adding 
- »—  new  §§  52.2057-52.2060  as  follows: 

iNotk:  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  Sec. 
these  standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  62.2041  Identity, 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  62.2042  Colors. 

Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  or  with  ap-  522043  Styles, 
plloable  State  laws  and  regulations.  622044  Types  of  packs. 
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§  52.2044  Types  of  packs. 

(a)  Canned  sweetpotatoes  of  the 
style(s)  other  than  “xnaehed**  deseifted 
in  §  52.2043  may  be  procceeed  as  one  d 
the  following  ts^es  of  pedes: 

(1)  Regular  pack^  to  which  a  liquid 
packing  medium  is  added. 

(2)  Vacuum  pack,  to  which  no  liquid 
packing  medium  Is  added. 

(b)  Canned  sweetpotatoes  of  the 
“mashed”  style  described  in  (  52.2043  are 
processed  as: 

(1)  Solid-pack,  to  which  no  liquid 
packing  medium  is  added. 

§  52.2045  Grades. 

(a)  "UJS.  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  has  at  least 
the  following  attributes: 

(1)  Good  color; 

(2)  Reasonably  uniform  size  and  shape 
of  the  units  in  the  regular  pack  or  vac¬ 
uum  pack  types; 

(3)  Good  consistency  in  the  solid-pack 
type; 

(4)  Practically  free  from  defects: 

(5)  G^  diaracter; 

(6)  Good  flavor  and  odor;  and 

(  (7)  Score  not  lees  ttian  90  points  when 

scored  in  accordance  with  the  seeing 
eystem  outlined  In  this  sidapart. 

(b)  ‘T7J3.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  ct 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  has  at  least 
the  following  attributes: 

I  (1)  Reasonably  good  ookN'; 

I  (2)  May  possess  considerable  variation 
of  size  and  shape  of  the  units  in  the 
I  regular  pack  or  vacuum  pack  types; 

(3)  Reasonably  good  consistency  in 
;  the  solid-pack  type; 

!  (4)  Reasonably  free  from  defects; 

t  (5)  Reasonably  good  character; 

I  (6)  Reasonably  good  flavor  and  odor; 
and 

(7)  Score  not  less  than  80  points  when 
scored  In  accordance  with  the  scoring 
system  outlined  in  this  sut^^art. 

(c)  “Substandard”  Is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  fails  to  meet 
the  requiranents  of  “UB.  Grade  B.** 

S  52.2046  Recommended  designations 
of  liquid  media  and  Brix  measure- 
I  ments. 

'  (a)  Brix  measuremrat  requirements 

for  Uquld  media  In  canned  sweetpotatoes 
are  not  incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  sirup  or  any  other 
Uquld  medium,  as  such,  is  not  a  factor 
of  quality  for  the  purposes  of  tibeee 
grades. 

(b)  Brix  measurem^ts  as  r^^xnced 
In  this  subpart  means  the  degree  of  Brix 
of  the  Uquld  media  of  the  equalised 
product.  The  recommended  designations 
of  Uquld  packing  media  and  Brix  meas¬ 
urement,  where  appllcahlc.  are  as  follows : 

Recommended 

designation  Brix  measurement 

Extra  taeavy  atrup _  30*  cr  man. 

Heavy  sirup _ 26*  or  more,  but  lees 

tamn  30*. 

Light  olrup _  18*  or  more,  but  lees 

than  35*. 

In  water _  Not  appUooble. 

ArtUlclany  nreeteoed-  Mot  oppUeoble. 

(c)  The  respective  density  of  the  pack¬ 
ing  media  is  measured  on  the  refractom- 


eter  or  any  other  procedure  which  ino- 
Tidee  equivalent  results,  exmessed  as  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  sucrose  (**degi«es  Brix**) 
with  correction  for  tempoature  to  the 
equivalent  at  20*  C.  <68*  F.)  but  without 
WMTectkm  for  invert  sugar  or  other  sub¬ 
stances. 

(1)  The  “Brix”  measurement  may  be 
made  on  the  packing  media  only  If  the 
sweetpotatoes  have  been  canned  for  15 
or  more  days  and  shall  be  considered  as 
the  “degree  of  Brix”  of  the  Uquid  media 
of  the  equalized  product. 

(2)  Any  "Brix”  measurement  made  on 
a  blended  homogenized  slurry  of  the 
comminuted  entire  contents  of  the  con¬ 
tainer  shall  be  considered  as  the  “degree 
of  Brix”  of  the  Uquid  media  of  the 
equalized  product. 

§  52.2047  Recommended  fill  of  con* 

tainer. 

The  recommended  flU  of  container  is 
not  incorporated  In  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  fiU  of  container,  as 
such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quaUty  for  the 
purposes  of  these  grades.  It  Is  recom¬ 
mended  that  each  container  of  canned 
sweetpotatoes  be  filled  with  sweetpotatoes 
as  fuU  as  practicable  without  impairment 
of  quaUty. 

§  52.2048  Recommended  minimum 

dbramed  weigdiL 

(a)  General  (1)  The  drained  weight 
recommendations  are  given  In  Table  I. 
They  are  not  Incorporated  in  the  grades 
of  the  finished  product  since  drafaied 
weight,  as  such.  Is  not  a  factor  of  quality 
for  the  purposes  of  these  grades. 

(2)  Hie  recommended  minimum 
drained  w^hts  are  based  on  the  weight 
of  the  sweetpotatoes  and  other  permitted 
garnish  Ingredients,  If  added,  after  the 
canned  product  has  been  allowed  to 
equaUze  for  15  or  more  days  after  the 
product  has  been  canned. 

(b)  Method  for  determining  drained 
loeight.  (1)  Hie  drained  weight  of  canned 
sweetpotatoes  is  determined  by  emptying 
the  samifle  unit  upon  a  X7B.  Standard 
No.  8  circular  sieve  of  proper  diameter 
containing  8  meshes  to  the  Inch  (0.0937- 
Inch  (2.3  mm),  ±  3%  square  openings) 
so  as  to  distribute  the  product  evenly. 
Without  shifting  the  product.  Incline  the 
sieve  to  about  a  17  to  20  degree  angle  to 
faclUtate  drainage  and  allow  to  drain  for 
two  (2)  minutes. 

(2)  Hie  drained  weight  is  the  weigdit 
of  the  sieve  and  sweetpotatoes  less  the 
weight  of  the  dry  sieve.  A  sieve  8  Inches 
in  diameter  Is  for  No.  3  cans  (404  x 
414)  and  smaUer  sizes,  and  a  sieve  12 
Inches  in  diameter  Is  used  for  containers 
larger  than  the  No.  3  size  can.  Hie  tem¬ 
perature  of  the  packing  medium  at  time 
of  drained  weight  determination  shall  be 
20*  Centigrade  ±  10  d^rees  (88*  Palir- 
enheit  ±  18  degrees) . 

(c)  Compliance  totth  recommended 
minimum  drained  weights.  Comidlance 
with  the  recommended  minimum  weights 
in  Table  I  Is  determined  by  averaging  the 
drained  weights  from  all  sample  units  In 
the  sample  which  represent  a  specific  lot 
Such  lot  is  considered  as  meeting  the 


reo(xnmended  minimum  drained  weight 
if  the  foDowtaig  criteria  are  met: 

(1)  The  sample  average  (avoage  of  all 
the  sample  units  In  the  sample)  meets 
ttie  recommended  minimiim  drained 

weight  (designated  as  “Xu”  In  Table  I) : 
and 

(2)  The  number  of  sample  units  which 
fail  to  meet  the  recommended  minimum 
drained  weight  for  individuals  -(desig¬ 
nated  as  “LL”  in  Table  D  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  applicable  acceptable  number 
specified  In  the  single  sample  plan  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Regulations  (Sovernlng  In¬ 
spection  and  Certification  of  Processed 
Fruits  and  Vegetables  and  Related 
Products. 

Tablet. — Recommended  minimum  drained 
xceights  for  canned  sweetpotatoes 


XmitairirT  lUgnUr  pock  Vacuum  pack 
sire  -  - 

LL‘  Yd*  LL‘  Xd» 


ounce*  ounce*  ounce*  ounces 


8Z  Tall . 

4.9 

5.3 

No.  2  Squat _ 

7.7 

8.4 

No.  80» . 

9.7 

ia5 

No.  2 . 

12.1 

13.0 

No.  S  Squat _ 

U.9 

15.0 

No.  m . 

l&O 

19.1 

No.  2V5  TalL... 

23.5 

24.0 

No.  S  Cylinder. 

82.7 

33.8 

No.  . 

7L2 

73.0 

>  LL  means  tbs  nAnimnm  drained  wel^t  lor  in¬ 
dividual  lamide  units. 

>7d  nteans  the  minimum  average  drained  weights 
from  idl  the  sample  udts  hi  the  sample. 

§  52.2049  Recommeaded  fill  vrei^ts. 

(a)  General.  Minimum  fill  weight  rec- 
omm^datiltHis  for  canned  sweetpt^toes 
are  given  in  Table  n.  They  are  not  in¬ 
corporated  In  the  grades  of  the  finished 
product  since  fill  weight,  as  such,  is  not 
a  factor  of  quality  for  the  purposes  of 
these  grades. 

(b>  Definitions  of  terms  and  symbols. 
“Sample  unit”  for  the  determination  of 
fill  weights  means  the  entire  amount  of 
probated  sweetpotatoes  and  other  in- 
grediotits,  if  any.  In  a  container,  exclusive 
of  any  patddng  medium,  prior  to  cooking. 

“Subgroup”  means  a  group  of  sample 
units  represttiting  a  portion  of  a  sample. 

X'.i.  means  the  specified  minimum  lot 
average  fiU  weight. 

JaWls  means  the  lower  warning  limit 
for  subgroim  averages. 

Utlf  means  the  lower  reject  limit  for 
subgroup  averages. 

LWL  means  the  low«:  warning  limit  for 
individual  fiU  weight  measurements. 

UtL  means  the  lower  reject  limit  for 
In^iYidual  fin  weltdit  measurements. 

R'  means  a  specified  average  range 
value. 

R.I.X  means  a  specified  maximum  ruige 
for  a  subgroup. 

“Sampl^  allowance”  is  the  amount 
that  the  samide  quantity  may  deviate 
frmn  the  lot  quantity  due  solely  to  the 
fact  that  only  a  portion  has  been  taken 
from  the  whole  lot. 

(c)  Svbgromp  size.  Hie  subgroup  size 
for  the  determination  of  flU  weights  shall 
be  5  sample  units. 

(d)  Sampling  frequency.  (1)  Small 
lots — ^for  lots  consisting  of  100  cases  or 
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Container  size 


LWI/i  LRL;  LWL  LRL  R' 


ounce*  ounce*  ounce*  ounce*  ounce*  ounce*  ounce* 

5.3  4.9  4.7  4.6  4.1  a9  2.0  O 

&0  7.5  7.2  6.8  6.2  1.4  3.0  J 

10.3  9.7  9.4  9.0  8.3  1.5  3.2  L 

12.7  12.0  11.6  11.1  ia3  1.9  3.9  O 

14.7  13.8  13.3  12.7  11.7  2.3  4.9  8 

18^6  17.7  17.4  16.6  15.6  2.3  4.9  8 

28.8  22.9  22.4  21.8  20.8  2.3  4.9  8 

38.6  82.4  31.8  8L0  29.7  3.0  6.4  V 

70.0  68.4  67.6  66.4  64.6  4.2  8.9  A-1 


8ZTaU- 
No.  24quat... 

No.  803 . . 

No.  2 . ^ 

No.  3  8quat... 

No.  2H . 

No.  2H  Tall.;. 
No.  3  Cylinder. 
No.  10 . 


Vacuum  i>ack 


18.0  17.6  17.4 

53.6  52.9  5Z6 

110.4  109.1  108.4 


No.  308 . 

No.  8  Cylinder. 


Size  ▼ariatlon  within 
•  sample  unit  (single 
Shape  ▼ariatlon  with-  style  or  mixtures  of 
Grade  In  a  sample  unit  (ap-  stylesl-lifaximnmal- 
pliee  to  a  single  style  lowable  wright  ratio 
only)  of  largest  to  second 

smallest  sweetpotato 
unit 


A _ 3lay  vary  moderately.  8:1. 

B . do . 4.1. 

BStd  May  Tary  consld-  Falb  requirements  for 
erably.  .  C.S.  gntde  B. 


Total  score - - —  100  above  U.S.  Grade  B,  regardless  of  the  evaluated  by  emptying  the  contents  of 
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the  container  on  a  tray  and  noting  the 
characteristics  of  the  mass  as  a  whcie 
including  slicing  with  a  spatula  or  the 
equivalent  thereof. 

(a)  (A)  classification.  Canned  sweet- 
potatoes  of  the  “solid-pack”  type  that 
have  a  good  consistency  may  be  given  a 
score  of  18  to  20  p(Ants.  ”Good  consist¬ 
ency”  means  that  the  sweetpotatoes  as 
a  mass  are  sufficiently  firm  to  retain  the 
general  shape  of  the  container  with  no 
more  than  slight  settling,  are  not  dry, 
and  may  show  more  than  a  slight  s^xi- 
ration  of  free  liquid  aftor  2  minutes. 

(b)  (B)  classification.  Canned  sweet- 
potatoes  of  the  “solid-pack”  type  that 
have  a  reasonably  good  consistency  may 
be  given  a  score  of  16  or  17  points. 
Canned  sweetix>tatoe6  that  fall  into  this 
classification  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.S.  Grade  B,  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting 
rule) .  “Reasonably  good  consistency” 
means  that  the  sweetpotato  mass  is: 

(1)  Sufficiently  soft  so  as  to  retain  the 
general  shape  of  the  ccmtainer,  but  may 
not  be  free  flowing;  or 

(2)  Noticeably  firm  not  very  dry  or 
hard.  There  may  be  moderate  separation 
of  free  liquid  after  2  minutes. 


<6)  “Pitted”  sweetixitatoes  are  those 
units  whl^  have  external  pockmariEs  to 
the  degree  that  the  appearance  is  mate¬ 
rially  affected. 

<7)  “Pathological  or  insect  injury” 
refers  to  obvious  pathological  or  insect 
damage  <m  or  in  any  sweetpotato  unit 
which  affects  the  appearance  or  edibUity 
of  the  unit. 

(8)  “Sand,  grit,  or  silt"  means  any 
kind  of  fine  earthy  material. 

(8)  “Peel”  means  the  skin  of  the 
sweetpotato. 

( 10 )  “Harmless  idant  material”  means 
harmless  plant  material  which  is  part  of 
the  swee^tato  lAant  (such  as  leaves, 
stems,  or  roots)  or  other  succulent  mate¬ 
rial  from  indigenous  plants  and  which  is 
harmless. 

(c)  (A)  Classification.  Canned  sweet- 
potatoes  that  are  practically  free  from 
defects  may  be  given  a  score  of  27  to  30 
points.  “Practically  free  frwn  defects” 
means  that: 

(1)  All  d^ects  pres^it,  whether  or  not 
specifically  defined  or  listed  in  this  sec¬ 
tion,  do  not  materially  detract  from  the 
appearance  or  edibility  of  the  product; 
and 


(2)  The  defects  that  may  be  present  in 
a  sample  unit  and/or  in  the  sample  do  not 
exceed  the  allowances  specified  in  Table 
IV  or  Table  VI,  as  applicable. 

(d)  (B)  classification.  C?ann^  sweet- 
potatoes  that  are  reasonably  free  from 
defects  may  be  given  a  score  of  24  to  26 
points.  Canned  sweetpotatoes  that  fall 
into  this  classification  shall  not  be  graded 
above  U.S.  Grade  B,  regardless  of  the  to¬ 
tal  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  limit¬ 
ing  rule) .  “Reasonably  free  from  defects” 
means  that: 

(1)  All  defects  present,  whether  or  not 
specifically  defin^  or  listed  in  this  sec¬ 
tion,  do  not  seriously  detract  from  the 
appearance  or  edibility  of  the  product; 
and 

(2)  The  defects  that  may  be  present  in 
a  sample  unit  and/or  in  the  sample  do 
not  exceed  the  allowances  specified  in  Ta¬ 
ble  V  or  Ts^le  VI,  as  applicable. 

(e)  (SStd)  classification.  Canned 
sweetpotatoes  that  fall  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  UB.  Grade  B  shall  be  given 
a  score  of  0  to  23  points  and  shall  not  be 
graded  above  Substandard,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule) . 


(c)  (.SStd)  classification.  Canned 
sweetpotatoes  of  the  “solid-pack”  type 
that  fail  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
n.S.  Grade  B  shall  be  given  a  score  of 
0  to  15  points  and  shall  not  be  graded 
above  Substandard,  regardless  of  the  to¬ 
tal  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  limit¬ 
ing  rule). 

§  52.2055  Defects. 

(a)  General.  The  factor  of  defects 
concerns  the  degree  of  freedom  frmn  de¬ 
fects  defined  in  paragrai^  (b)  of  this 
section  or  from  any  other  defects  mresent 
which  detract  from  the  appearance  of 
edibility  of  the  product. 

(b)  Definitions  and  kinds  of  defects. 
(1)  “Insignificant  Imperfections”  refer  to 
milts  with  very  slight  abnormalities, 
scars,  discolorations,  or  any  other  imper¬ 
fections  which  may  affect  the  appear¬ 
ance  slightly  but  which  do  not  affect  the 
edibility  of  the  unit. 

•  (2)  “Blemished  unit”  means  any 

sweetpotato  unit  that  has,  singh^  or  in 
the  aggregate,  daricened  surface  areas 
or  definite  abnormalities  on  or  within  the 
unit  which  materially  affect  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  sweetpotato  unit. 

(3)  “Seriously  blembhed  unit"  means 
any  sweetpotato  xmit  that  has,  singly  or 
In  tile  aggregate,  darkened  surface  areas 
or  definite  abnormalities  on  or  within 
the  unit  which  seriously  affect  the  ap¬ 
pearance  mid/or  edibUity  of  the  sweet¬ 
potato  unit. 

(4)  “Secondary  rootlets”  longer  than 
one  (1)  inch  are  scoreable.  “Secondary 
rootlets”  of  one  (1)  inch  or  less  in  length 
are  individually  regarded  as  insignificant 
but  when  considered  ccHlecUvely  are 
scoreable  as  defects  if  the  overall  appear¬ 
ance  and/or  edibility  of  the  product  is 
affected. 

(5)  “Untrimmed  fibrous  ends"  are  the 
end  portions  of  sweetpotatoes  which 
have  external  fibers  protruding  more 
than  Yt  inch. 


Tabix  IV. — Allowances  for  defects  in  canned  sweetpotatoes 


l>«fects 


Of  th«  Taratim  pack  type  ar  reenlar  paek  type  only 

U.8.  grade  A— Maximum— per  sample  TT.8.  grade  A— Maximum— sample 
unit  ayerage 


BlemMbed  and  serionsly  blemished 
sweetpotato  units— total. 

Insignificant  imperfections;  nn- 
trUnmed  fibrous  ends:  secondary 
raaUeta  of  ana  (1)  incli  or  lesa  In 
lencth; 

UiidW)  with  one  (1)  ar  more  second¬ 
ary  footleta  loagw  than  one  (1) 
laeh; 

Hanaleas  plant  watolaL.. _ ... 

Paal— pw  pound  of  total  contents _ 

PlttaS  awaakpotato  units . 

Uaitfs)  aflaetad  by  abyioHs  patbo- 
lodcal  or  insect  injury. 

Sand,  grit,  «r  silt . . . 

Total— All  defceta  spedflad  above 
andyor  and  other  delects. 


15  pet,  by  count,  but  not  more  than  6  8  pot,  by  count,  but  not  more  than 
pet,  by  count,  or  one  tl)  sweetpotato  3  pet,  by  count,  may  be  seriously 

unit,  whieheirer  is  greater,  may  be  blamlBbed. 
seriously  blemished. 

Accumulati'fa  affect— does  not  ma-  Not  applicable, 
tarially  detract  from  the  appearance 
of  the  inodoct. 

15  pet,  by  count . - . .  5  pet,  by  count. 

One  (1)  piece . 1  place  per  120  os  of  total  contents. 

HW. . Mtaf. 

15  pet,  by  aount . . 5  pat,  by  aaunt. 

One  (1) . 1  pet,  by  count. 

Nona . . . . . Not  applicable.  , 

Aeoumulative  effect— dees  not  matari-  Do. 

ally  detract  from  the  appearance 
andAw  edibffity  of  tba  predaet. 


Table  V. — Allowances  for  defects  in  canned  sweetpotatoes 


Defects 


Of  the  vaeimm  paek  type  ar  regular  paek  type  aaly 

X7.8.  grade  B— Maxliuum— per  sample  U.B.  grade  B— Maximum— eampla 
unit 


Blemished  and  eslonsly  blemished  10  pet,  by  count,  but  not  more  than  16  pet,  by  count,  but  not  more  than 
mreetpotato  usdta-totaL  10  pist,  by  count,  er  two  (3)  sweet-  4  pd,  by  eetmt,  aeay  be  eeftouaty 

potato  unito,  vbicbever  to  greater,  Uemtobed. 
may  be  serionste  blemtabed. 

Ineigaifieant  fanparfeottons;  nn-  AconiBBlative  raect— does  not  eetl-  Not  appUeable. 

truuaed  fitaroae  cade:  aaeandary  eusly  detract  krom  the  appearance 
rootlets  at  one  (1)  Inch  or  lesa  in  of  the  product. 

InoCtli* 

Unit  (A  with  eua  (1)  er  more  second-  25  pet,  by  eount . M  pet,  by  count 

ary  ro^to  longer  than  (D  tnob.  ,  ^  . 

Harmtoee  plant  material . Sidebes . . 1  pleee  per  60  aa  of  total  eoutanta: 

Peal-Hpw  Botoud  of  total  eoutonts _ lln^.. . . . . Min*. 

Pitted  sweetpototo  unite _ 100  pet,  by  count . . 25  pet,  by  count. 

Unit(8)  aSetted  by  obvious  patbo-  Two  (2) . 3  pet  by  eeuat 

lacteal  tor  baiset  talniy. 

StmoTirit  or  dlt . Trace . . . Not  applicable. 

Tetsd— AB  dslieta  apedfled  above  Aeeumulativa  affect— doee  not  serf-  Do. 

Midtor  any  ettier  dafaets.  oitoly  datzaet  from  the  appeanmee 

andjw  adibOity  of  the  product. 
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Tablk  YI. — Allotcanoes  for  defect*  im  eamned  moeetpotaloee 


Defects 

BoBd-paek  tnM  only 

U.S.  grade  A— Mazhmim— per 
sample  unit 

UA.  grade  A— Nazlmnm— endre 
■ample 

Total  o(  all  defects  present . 

. Accumnlative  effect— does  not  mate- 

rlally  detract  from  tbe  appearanos 
and/or  edlbiUty  of  tlie  product. 

Not  appHeable. 

U.S.  grade  B — Ifazimam— per 
sample  nnit 

U'.S.  grade  B — Maximnm — entlra 
aamide 

Total  of  all  defects  present. . 

. AccumulatlTe  effect — does  not  serf- 

ously  detract  from  the  appearance 
and/or  edibility  of  tbe  product. 

Not  M>pUeable. 

§  52.2056  Character. 

(a)  General.  The  factor  of  character 
refers  to  the  texture  and  condition  of 
the  flesh,  the  degree  of  freedom  frmn  in¬ 
ternal  tough  or  internal  coarse  flbers. 
the  tenderness  of  the  sweetpotatoes,  and 
tendency  of  sweetpotatoes  packed  in 
“regular  pack”  or  as  “vacuum  pack”  to 
retain  their  apparent  original  conforma¬ 
tion. 

(b)  Definition  of  terms.  For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  evaluating  character,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  deflnitions  apply: 

(1)  “Internal  tough”  or  “internal 
coarse”  flbers  means  tough,  stringy  or 
flbrous  material  which  does  not  substan¬ 
tially  disintegrate  easily  upon  chewing. 

(2)  “Firm”  are  those  individual  sweet- 
potato  units  which,  either  externally  or 
internally,  are  slightly  grainy  and/or 
possess  a  somewhat  stiff,  yet  yielding 
texture. 

(3)  “Very  firm”  are  those  individual 
sweetpotato  units  units  which,  either  ex¬ 
ternally  or  internally,  are  noticeably 
grainy  or  have  a  hardened  texture  simi¬ 
lar  to  that  of  an  uncooked  sweetpotato. 

(4)  “Soft”  are  those  individual  sweet¬ 
potato  imits  which  are  tender  but  are 
not  approaching  disintegration. 

(5)  “Very  soft”  are  those  individual 
sweetpotato  units  which  show  slight  to 
partial  disintegration  of  the  sweetpotato 
unit  and  a  major  portion  of  which  is  soft 
and  yielding. 

(6)  “Mushy”  sweetpotatoes  are  those 
which  have  materially  or  completely  dis¬ 
integrated  into  small  pieces  or  puree-like 
consistency.  The  portions  have  lost  their 
identity  as  an  individual  sweetpotato 
unit  and  there  is  a  pulpy  and/or  pasty 
texture. 

(7)  “Broken”  sweetpotato  units  are 
those  which  have  been  broken  into  pieces, 
or  are  noticeably  crumbly,  but  are  not 
soft  nor  mushy. 

(c)  (A)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  that  have  a  good  character  may 


be  given  a  score  of  18  to  20  points.  “CkK>d 
character”  has  the  follow^  meanings 
with  respect  to  the  following  types  of 
packs: 

(1)  “Vacuum  pack”  or  “regular  pack’*. 
“Good  character”  means  the  sweet^tato 
units  have  a  uniformly  smooth  texture, 
are  practically  free  from  internal  tough 
or  internal  coarse  flbers,  may  be  slightly 
variable  in  tenderness  but  hold  their  ap¬ 
parent  original  conformation,  and  do  not 
exceed  the  allowances  in  Table  Vn. 

(2)  “Solid-pack’’.  “Good  character” 
means  that  the  mass  has  a  smooth  tex¬ 
ture  and  that  the  product  is  practically 
free  from  tough  or  coarse  fibers. 

(d)  (B)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  that  have  a  reasonid>ly  good 
character  may  be  given  a  score  of  16  or 
17  points.  Canned  sweet^tatOes  that  fall 
into  this  classification  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.S.  Grade  B,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule) .  “Reasonably  good  charac¬ 
ter”  has  the  following  meanings  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  following  types  of  packs: 

(1)  “Vacuum  pack”  or  “regular  pack”. 
“Reasonably  good,  character”  means  that 
the  sweetpotato  imits  have  a  reasonably 
uniform  smooth  texture,  are  substan¬ 
tially  free  from  internal  tough  or  internal 
coarse  fibers,  may  be  variable  in  tender¬ 
ness,  may  be  very  soft  to  very  firm  but 
hold  their  apparent  original  conforma¬ 
tion,  and  do  not  exceed  the  allowances  in 
Table  vn. 

(2)  “Solid-pack”.  “Reasonably  good 
character”  means  that  the  mass  has  a 
reasonably  smooth  texture  which  may  be 
slightly  grainy,  and  that  the  product  is 
substantially  free  from  tough  or  coarse 
fibers. 

(e)  (SStd)  classification.  Canned 
sweetpotatoes  that  fall  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  U.S.  Grade  B  shall  be  given 
a  score  of  0  to  15  points  and  shall  not  be 
graded  above  Substandard,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule) 
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Tablb  VII. — Allowanc€$  for  clasHfication  of  character  in  canned  etoeetpotatoes 


Regular  pack  or  Tacoam  pack  types  only — Maximum  percent  per  sample 
unit— by  count 

Character  classification - — - 

U.B.  grade  A  TT.S.  grade  B 

Soft  to  Firm,  Mushy .  100  pet:  100  pet: 

2  percent,  or  one  (1)  sweetpotato  10  percent,  or  two  (2)  swoetpotato 
unit,  whichever  Is  greater.  units,  whichever  Is  greater. 

Tough  or  Coarse  Fibers .  2  percent,  or  one  (1)  sweetpotato  5  percent,  or  two  (2)  sweetpotato 

unit,  whichever  is  greater.  units,  whichever  is  greater. 

\  rry  Soft;  and  Very  Firm;  and  Total— 10  percent,  or  one  U)  sweet-  Total— 100  percent— but  not  more 
Broken.  potato  unit,  whichever  is  heater —  than — 

but  not  more  than — 

Limitation  for: 

Broken . 5  percent,  or  one  (1)  sweetpotato  unit,  10  percent,  or  two  (2)  sweetpotato 

whichever  is  greater.  units,  wliichever  is  greater, 

or 

'  Very  Firm . 5  percent,  or  one  (1)  sweetpotato  unit,  10  precent,  or  two  (2)  sweetpotato 

whichever  is  greater.  units,  whichever  is  greater, 

or 

Any  combination  of  Broken  and  6  percent,  or  one  (1)  sweetpotato  unit,  10  percent,  or  two  (2)  sweetpotato 
Very  Firm.  whichever  is  greater.  units,  whichever  is  greater. 


§  52.2057  Determining  the  grade  of  a 

lot. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  sweetpo- 
tatoes  covered  by  these  standards  Is  de¬ 
termined  by  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
the  Regulations  Governing  Inspection 
and  Certification  of  Processed  Fruits  and 
Vegetables,  Processed  Products  Thereof, 
and  Certain  Other  Processed  Products 
(§§  52.1  through  52.83). 

§  52.2058  Designating  the  color  classi¬ 
fication  of  a  sample  unit  and  of  a  lot. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  subpart, 
the  color  of  each  sample  unit  of  canned 
sweetpotatoes  is  designated  as  "yellow”, 
“golden”,  or  "mixed”.  “Mixed  color”  is 
given  to  any  sample  unit  containing 
both  “golden”  and  “yellow”  sweetpota¬ 
toes  in  any  proportion. 

(b)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes  in 
which  all  of  the  sample  units  are  of  the 
same  color  classification  shall  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  “golden”,  or  “yellow”,  or 
“mixed”,  as  appropriate. 

(c)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes  in 
which  all  of  the  sample  units  are  not  of 
the  same  color  classifications  shaU  be 
designated  in  terms  of  the  number  of 
sample  units  of  each  color  classification 
present  in  the  sample. 

§  52.2059  Determining  the  style  of  a 
sample  unit  and  of  a  lot. 

(a)  This  section  applies  to  the  “vac- 
utun  pack”  and  “regular  pack”  types 
only. 

(b)  A  sample  tmit  of  canned  sweetpo¬ 
tatoes  is  considered  as  a  single  style  when 
the  limits  specified  in  Table  vm,  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  are  met. 

(c)  A  sample  unit  of  canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  which  fails  the  limits  set  forth 
in  Table  vm  shall  be  considered  as  a 
mixttire  of  the  styles  present  in  the  sam¬ 
ple  imit. 

(d)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes  shall 
be  assigned  a  single  style  designation 
when  all  of  the  sample  units  represent¬ 
ing  the  lot  meet  the  requir^ents  of  one 
single  style. 

(e)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes 
which  falls  the  requirements  for  a  single 
style  classification  shall  be  designated  in 
terms  of  the  styles  present  Jn  the  individ¬ 
ual  sample  units. 


Table  Vm — Allowances  for  Single  Style 
Classification  in  a  Sample  Unit  of  Canned 
Sweetpotatoes 

Minimum  percentage,  by 
count,  of  specified  style 
contained  in  each  sam¬ 
ple  unit 

80  percent;  with  bal¬ 
ance  essentially  re¬ 
resembling  whole 
sweetpotatoes. 

80  percent;  with  bal¬ 
ance  essentially  re¬ 
sembling  halved 
sweetpotatoes. 

70  percent;  with  bal¬ 
ance  essentlaUy  re¬ 
sembling  sections  of 
sweetpotatoes. 

60  percent;  with  bal¬ 
ance  of  any  style  ex¬ 
cept  mashed. 

§  52.2060  Score  Sheet. 

Size  and  kind  of  container - - - 

Container  marks  or  identification _ 

Label  _ 

Net  weight  (ounces) - 

Vacuum  (Inches) _ _ _ _ 

Drained  weight  (ounces) _ 

Briz  measurement  (sirup,  regtilar  pack 

only)  - 

Sirup  designation  (light,  heavy,  extra 

'  only)  _ 

Color  (yellow,  golden,  or  mixed) _ 

Type  of  pack  (regular,  vacuum,  solid) _ 

Style  (whole,  halves,  etc.) _ 

Count _ - _ 


Factors 

Boore  points 

(A) . 

27-80 

Color . 

M 

(B) . 

(BBtd).. 

(A1 - 

>2t-2e 

10-2S 

18-20 

Size  and  shape  (x 

20 

(B) - 

•ie-17 

oonsisteucy. 

(BBtd)..  »  or '0-16 

(A) - 

27-80 

Defects . 

.  SO 

(B) . 

(SStd).. 

(A). . 

>24-28 

•0-28 

18-20 

Character . 

.  20 

(B) - 

•10-17 

(BBtd).. 

•0-16 

Total  score .  100 


Flavor  and  odor  (A— «ood;  B— reasonably  good;  SStd— 

Off .  . 

Grade . . . 


>  Indicates  limiting  mle. 

>  Indicatee  partial  limiting  rule  for  size  and  shape  only. 
*  Indicates  nmitlug  rule  (or  consistency  only. 


Dated:  October  10, 1975. 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-28016  Piled  10-17-75;8;46  am] 


[7CFRPart929] 

CRANBERRIES  GROWN  IN  CERTAIN 
STATES 

Proposed  Expenses  and  Rate  of 
Assessment 

In  the  matter  of  handling  of  cran¬ 
berries  grown  in  the  States  of  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
Jersey,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Miimesota, 
Oregon,  Washington,  and  Long  Island 
in  the  State  of  New  York. 

This  notice  invites  written  comments 
relative  to  the  proposed  expenses  of 
$62,725  and  the  assessment  rate  of  $0.03 
per  barrel  of  cranberries  to  support  the 
activities  of  the  Cranberry  Marketing 
Committee  during  the  1975-76  fiscal 
period  under  Marketing  Order  No.  929. 
This  is  a  regulatory  program  effective 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the 
following  proposals  submitted  by  the 
Cranberry  Marketing  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  imder  the  marketing  agreement, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  929,  as 
amended  (7  CPR  Part  929),  as  the 
agency  to  administer  the  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions  thereof.  Said  agreement  and 
order  regulate  the  handling  of  cranber¬ 
ries  grown  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Long  Island  in  the  State  of 
New  York. 

The  ^oposals  are  as  follows: 

(a)  That  the  exp^sses  that  are  rea- 
senaihle  and  Ukdiy  $•  be  Incurred  by  said 
cooemlMee,  during  the  fiscal  period  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1976,  through  August  31,  1976, 
will  amount  to  $62,725. 

(b)  That  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
such  period,  payable  by  each  handler  in 
accordance  with  §  929.41,  be  fixed  at  $0.03 
per  barrel  or  equivalent  quantity  of 
cranberries. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  the  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  shall,  when 
used  herein,  have  the  same  meaning  as 
Is  given  to  the  respective  term  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforesaid  proposals  shall 
file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Department 
of  Agricultiue,  Room  112 A,  Wa^ington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  November  10, 
1975.  All  written  submissions  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  notice  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IFR  Doc.75-28129  PUed  10-17-75;8:45  wnl 


Style  classification: 
Whole _ 

Halved;  halves... 

Sections _ 

Pieces;  cuts; 
cut. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-6/1171 

STUDY  GROUPS  10  AND  11  OF  THE  U.S. 

NATIONAL  COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL  RADIO  CONSULTATIVE 

COMMITTEE  (CCIR) 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  Study  Groups  10  and  11  of  the  U.S. 
National  Committee  for  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Radio  Consultative  Committee 
(CCIR)  will  meet  Jointly  on  November  5, 
1975,  under  the  chairmanship  of  Mr. 
Harold  L.  Kassens.  The  meeting  will  con¬ 
vene  at  9:00  ajn.,  In  Romn  A-110,  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission  An¬ 
nex,  1229  20th  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Study  Group  10  deals  wltii  questions 
relating  to  sovmd  broadcasting;  Study 
Group  11  deals  with  questions  relating 
to  television  broadcasting.  The  agenda 
for  the  meeting  Is : 

1.  Approval  of  the  agenda. 

2.  i^proval  of  minutes  of  October  15  meet¬ 
ing. 

3.  Reports  on  preparations  for  the  1978 
meetings  of  the  international  Study  Groups 
10  and  11. 

4.  Any  further  business. 

.Members  of  the  general  public  may  at¬ 
tend  the  meeting  and  join  in  the  discus¬ 
sions  subject  to  Instructions  of  the 
Chairman.  Admittance  of  public  mem¬ 
bers  will  be  limited  to  the  seating  avail¬ 
able. 

Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

Dexter  Anderson, 
Executive  Secretary, 

U.S.  CCIR  National  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.76-28144  Plied  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


[PubUc  Notice  CM-5/1161 

GOVERNMENT  ADVISORY  COMMiTTEE  ON 
INTERNATIONAL  BOOK  AND  LIBRARY 
PROGRAMS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Government  Advisory  Committee 
on  International  Book  and  Library  Pro¬ 
grams  Is  announcing  its  fifty-sixth  meet¬ 
ing  on  November  12-13,  1975.  The  meet¬ 
ing  is  open  to  the  public  and  the  Novnn- 
ber  12  session  will  be  held  in  the  Pierre 
Suite,  L’Enf  ant  Piasa  Hotel,  480  L’Bnf  ant 
Plasa  East,  Washington,  D.C.  from  2:00 
p.m.  to  5:00  pjn.  The  November  13  ses¬ 
sion  will  be  held  In  Room  1406  In  the 
Department  of  State,  2201 C  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  from  9:00  aun.  to  1:00 
p.m. 

The  session  on  November  12  will  be 
devoted  «itirely  to  a  discussion  of  the 


“Role  of  Books  in  Foreign  Policy:  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  Helsinki  Agreement.” 

On  November  13  the  Committee  will 
receive  a  report  on  UJS.  participation  at 
the  Frankfurt  Book  Fair.  It  will  also  dis¬ 
cuss  repmts  of  Its  Task  Force  on.  the 
Florence  Agreement  and  Task  Force  on 
Double  Taxation  of  Copsrrlght  Royalties. 

Members  of  the  public  may  submit 
written  comments  to  the  Chairman  prior 
to  November  7, 1975.  The  CTiairman  wiU, 
as  time  permits,  entertain  all  comments 
made  by  the  public  attending  the  meet¬ 
ing. 

For  piuposes  of  fulfilling  building  se¬ 
curity  requironents,  anyone  wishing  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  advise  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary  by  tel^hone  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  meeting.  Telephcme:  (202)- 
632-2841. 

Dated:  October  9,  1975. 

Carol  M.  Owens, 
Executive  Secretary. 

[PR  r|||C.75-28109  Piled  10-17-75;8:4S  am] 


Agency  for  International  Development 
i^SISTANT  ADMINISTRATOR  FOR  ASIA 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  104, 
as  amended,  dated  November  3,  1961, 
from  the  Secretary  of  State,  (26  FJl. 
10608),  and  in  furtherance  of  my  deci¬ 
sions  relating  to  coimtry  ccanpositlon  of 
A.ID.  Geographic  Bureaus  as  announced 
in  A.IJD.  General  Notice  of  September 
18,  1975,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

SiXTioN  1.  Each  of  the  following  dele¬ 
gations  of  authority  is  amended  (1)  by 
deleting  the  title  “Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor  for  East  Asia,”  and  (2)  by  inserting 
among  the  titles  of  the  officers  named  in 
those  delegations  the  title  “Assistant 
Administrator  for  Asia.” 

A.  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  5,  dated 
December  29,  1961  (27  PR  449),  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  Loan  Agree¬ 
ments; 

B.  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  23, 
dated  December  28, 1962  (23  FR  563) ,  as 
amended,  relating  to  the  Agricultural 
Trade  Developinent  and  Assistance  Act 
of  1954,  as  am^ded; 

C.  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  27, 
dated  April  15,  1963,  as  amended,  re¬ 
lating  to  Personnel; 

D.  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  38, 
dated  April  10,  1964  (29  FR  5280),  as 
amended,  relating  to  -Project  Agree¬ 
ments,  Trust  Fund  Agre^ents,  and 
Grants  to  International  Organizations; 

K  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  40, 
dated  April  17,  1964  (29  FR  5695),  as 
amended,  relating  to  Waivers  of  Procur- 


ment  Source  Requirements; 

F.  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  41, 
dated  May  8,  1964  (29  FR  6892),  as 
amended,  relating  to  the  Furnishing  of 
Services  and  Commodities  pursuant  to 
section  607  of  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act 
of  1961,  as  amended; 

G.  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  43, 
dated  June  12,  1964  (29  FR  8122),  re¬ 
lating  to  the  Acceptance  of  Donated 
Non-military  Property  and  Services  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  635(d)  cA  the  Foreign 
Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  am^ided; 

H.  Driegation  of  Authority  No.  75, 
dated  January  11,  1968  (33  FR  919) ,  re¬ 
lating  to  Certifications  under  section  611 
(e)  of  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961, 
as  amended; 

I.  IMegation  of  Authority  No.  98,  dated 
Septembo*  28,  1973  (38  FR  27628) ,  with 
respect  to  the  Order  of  Succession  for  the 
D^uty  Administrator  and  Assistant 
Administrators; 

J.  Ddegation  of  Authority  Nb.  99, 
dated  April  27, 1973  (38  FR  12834-12836) , 
as  amended,  with  respect  to  Contracting 
and  Related  Functions; 

K.  Del^ration  of  Authority  No.  100, 
dated  May  8,  1974  (39  FR  17933),  with 
respect  to  the  determination  of  Ade¬ 
quacy  of  Assurances  of  Host  Coimtry 
Participants;  and 

L.  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  107, 
dated  March  10, 1975  (40  FR  12685) ,  with 
respect  to  transfer  of  funds  pursuant  to 
sectiems  38(b),  39(d)  and  40(b)  of  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1974. 

Sec.  2.  In  addition  there  is  hereby  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Assistant  Administrate  for 
Asia,  with  respect  to  the  countries  and 
areas  within  the  responsibility  of  that 
officer,  all  those  authorities  e  functions 
which  are  conferred  on  A  J.D.  Assistant 
Administrators  or  Regional  Assistant 
Administrates  or  delegated  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrators  for  East  Asia  and 
Near  East  and  South  Asia  in  any  regula¬ 
tions  (published  or  unpublished),  man¬ 
ual  or^rs,  policy  directives  e  deter¬ 
minations,  manual  circulars  or  circular 
atrgrams  e  instructions  e  communlca- 
tles  of  any  nature. 

Sic.  3.  l^e  authorities  made  available 
hereunder  may  be  exercised  by  an  of¬ 
ficer  serving  In  an  acting  capacity  and 
may  be  delegated  successively  according 
to  tte  terms  of  the  delegations  set  forth 
in  Sections,!  and  2  of  the  Delegation  of 
Authority. 

Sec.  4.  Currently  effective  redelega- 
tlons  (A  authority  issued  by  prior  As¬ 
sistant  Administrators  affecting  coun¬ 
tries  and  areas  within  the  responsibility 
of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Asia 
are  hereby  continued  In  effect  according 
to  their  terms  until  modified  or  revoked 
by  appropriate  authority. 
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Sec.  5.  D^egation  of  Authority  No.  102 
dated  October  15.  1974  (39  FR  37655)  Is 
hereby  revoked. 

Sec.  6.  This  Delegation  of  Authority 
shall  be  effective  as  of  (October  12.  1975. 

Dated:  October  8, 1975. 

Daniel  Parker, 
Administrator. 

[FR  DOC.7&-28110  Piled  10-17-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  WAGE 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Closed  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  effective  January  5, 1973, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  Wage  Com¬ 
mittee  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  Novem¬ 
ber  4, 1975;  Tuesday,  November  11, 1975; 
Tuesday,  November  18,  1975;  and  Tues¬ 
day,  November  25.  1975  at  9:45  a.m.  in 
Room  1E801,  The  Pentagon,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

The  Committee’s  primary  responsibil¬ 
ity  is  to  consider  and  submit  recommen¬ 
dations  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  (Manpower  and  Reserve  Affairs) 
concerning  all  matters  involved  in  the 
development  and  authorization  of  wage 
schedules  for  Federal  prevailing  rate  em¬ 
ployees  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-392.  At 
this  meeting,  the  Committee  will  con¬ 
sider  wage  survey  specifications,  wage 
survey  data,  local  wage  survey  commit¬ 
tee  reports  and  recommendations,  and 
wage  schedules  derived  therefrom. 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  meetings  may  be 
closed  to  the  public  when  they  are  “con¬ 
cerned  with  matters  listed  in  section  552 
(b)  of  •ntle  5.  United  States  Code.”  Two 
of  the  matters  so  listed  are  those  “re¬ 
lated  solely  to  the  internal  personnd 
rules  and  practices  of  an  agency,”  (5 
use  552(b)(2)),  and  those  invedving 
“trade  secrets  and  commercial  or  finan¬ 
cial  Information  obtained  from  a  per¬ 
son  and  privileged  or  confidential”  (5 
use  552(b)  (4)). 

Accordingly,  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Civilian  Person¬ 
nel  Policy)  hereby  determines  that  this 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  be¬ 
cause  the  matters  considered  are  related 
to  the  internal  rules  and  practices  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  (5  USC  552  (b) 
(2) ) .  and  the  detailed  wage  data  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Committee  during  its  meet¬ 
ings  have  been  obtained  from  officials  of 
private  establishments  with  a  guarantee 
that  the  data  will  be  held  in  confidence, 
(5  USC  552(b)  (4)). 

However,  members  of  the  public  who 
may  wish  to  do  so.  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  material  in  writing  to  the  Chairman 
concerning  matters  believed  to  be  de¬ 


serving  of  the  Committee’s  attention.  Ad¬ 
ditional  Infoimatlmi  c(mc«nlng  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  Chairman.  Department  of  Def«ue 
Wage  Committee,  Room  3D281,  The  Pen¬ 
tagon,  Washington,  D.C. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence 
and  Directives  OASD(C) . 

October  14,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-28130  Filed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

[INT  FES  76-88] 

WOLF  CREEK  NATIONAL  FISH 
HATCHERY.  KENTUCKY 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  Pub.  L.  91-190,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  proposed 
Wolf  Creek  National  Fish  Hatchery  in 
Russell  County,  Kentucky. 

The  Wolf  Creek  National  Fish  Hatch¬ 
ery  below  Wolf  Creek  Dam  in  Russell 
County,  Kentucky  will  be  constructed, 
operated  and  maintained  for  the  prop¬ 
agation  of  rainbow  trout.  When  com¬ 
pleted,  the  Wolf  Creek  Hatchery  will  pro¬ 
duce  about  500,000  trout  annually, 
weighing  approximately  150,000  pounds. 
The  fish  are  needed  for  the  management 
of  streams,  lakes,  reservoirs,  and  tail- 
waters  in  Kentucky.  Most  of  the  produc- 
ti(»i  will  support  the  fishery  in  waters 
associated  with  Federal  dam  construc¬ 
tion  projects. 

Copies  of  the  final  statement  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  following 
locations:. 

Dale  Hollow  National  Fish  Hatchery,  P.O. 

Box  C,  Celina,  Tennessee  38561. 

UB.  Fish  and  WUdlife  Service,  17  Executive 
Park  Drive,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30329. 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Branch  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Coordination,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

Lake  Cumberland  Development  District,  P.O. 
Box  887,  Jamestown,  Kentucky  42629. 

Single  copies  may  be  obtained  by  writ¬ 
ing  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Environmental 
Coordination,  Division  of  Ecological 
Services,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington. 
D.C.  20240.  Comments  concerning  the 
proposed  action  should  also  be  addressed 
to  the  Cfiiief,  Branch  of  Environmental 
Coordination,  Division  of  Ecological 
Services.  Please  refer  ta  the  statement 
number  above. 

Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

STAin.EY  D.  Dorexus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary, 
Program  Development  and  Budget. 
[FR  Doc.75-28107  Filed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

SHIPPERS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Public  MeeUi^  Cancellation  and  Notice  of 
Scheduled  Committee  Meetii^ 

This  document  cancels  the  October  21, 
1975,  meeting  of  the  Shippers  Advisory 
Committee,  annoimced  in' the  October  3, 
1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  45861) ,  and  gives  notice  of  the  time 
and  location  of  meetings  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  be  held  November  4  and  November 
11,  1975.  This  notice  is  Issued  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (86 
Stat.  770) .  The  committee  is  established 
under  Marketing  Order  No.  905  (7  CPR 
Part  905),  which  regulates  the  handling 
of  oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines,  and 
tangelos  grown  in  Florida.  This  regula¬ 
tory  program  is  effective  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  AgriciUturtJ  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  cancellation  of 
the  October  21  meeting  is  based  on  the 
committee’s  assessment  that  present  reg¬ 
ulations  are  appropriate  to  the  prevail¬ 
ing  supply  situation. 

The  committee  plans  to  reconsider  cur¬ 
rent  information  concernnig  the  avail¬ 
able  crop,  shipments  and  supplies  of  each 
variety  and  recommendations  for  regula¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  the  named  fruits 
at  meetings  to  be  held  November  4  and 
November  11,  1975,  at  10:30  AM.  in  the 
A.  B.  Michael  Auditorlmn  of  the  Florida 
Citrus  Mutual  Building,  302  South  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Avenue,  Lakeland,  Florida. 
The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  a  brief  period  will  be  set  aside  at 
each  meeting  for  public  comments  and 
questions. 

’The  names  of  committee  members, 
agenda,  and  other  information  pertain¬ 
ing  to  each  meeting  may  be  obtained 
from  Frank  D.  TrovUlion,  Manager, 
Growers  Administrative  Committee,  P.O. 
Box  R,  Lakeland,  Florida  33802;  tele¬ 
phone  813-682-3103. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.76-28159  Piled  10-17-76:8:46  am] 


Farmers  Home  Administration 
[Notice  of  Designation  No.  A262  ] 

LOUISIANA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  and 
aquaculture  <^>erations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  Pointe  Coupee  Par¬ 
ish,  Louisiana,  as  a  result  of  cofitinuous 
and  excessive  rainfall  with  fioodlng 
March  18  to  July  14,  1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  Emergency 
loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
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94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  re- 
1832 .3(b)  including  the  recommendation  view  items  of  mutual  interest  to  grazing 
of  Governor  Edwin  Edwards  that  such  permittees  and  the  Forest  Service, 
designation  be  made.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
must  be  received  by  this  Department  no.  the  Forest  Supervisor,  Prescott  National 
later  than  November  24,  1975,  for  phys-  Forest  344  South  Cortez  Street,  Prescott, 
leal  losses  and  June  28,  1976,  for  pro-  Arizona,  telephone  number  602-445-4860, 
duction  losses,  except  that  qualified  bor-  Extension  311.  Written  statements  may 
rowers  who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  be  filed  with  the  Board  before  or  after 
to  this  designation  may  be  eligible  for  the  meeting. 

subsequent  l5ans.  The  urgency  of  the  The  Board  has  established  the  follow- 
need  for  loans  in  the  designated  area  Ing  rules  for  public  participation; 
makes  it  impracticable  and  contrary  to  Members  of  the  public  will  be  given  an 
the  public  interest  to  give  advance  notice  opportunity  for  comments  and  questions 
of  proposed  rule  making  and  invite  pub-  following  discussion  by  the  Advisory 
lie  participation.  Bo€u*d. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  .  W.  ^hning, 

day  of  October,  1975.  :  Forest  Supervisor. 

Feamk  W  Naylor  Jr ,  October  9,  1975. 

Acting  Administrator,  [FR  Doc.75-28074  Piled  10-17-75; 8:45  amj 

Farmers  Home  Administration.  _ 

[PR  Doc.75-28164  PUed  i0-i7-76;8:45  am]  Conservation  Service 

-  DELAWARE  CREEK  WATERSHED, 

[Notice  of  Designation  No.  A180,  Arndt.  1]  OKLAHOMA 

LOUISIANA  Notice  of  Availability  of  Negative 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  PoUcy  Act  of 

JSSSdturTSLraK  haJe  sub-  ^  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 

So  Environmental  QuaUty  Guidelines  (38 
iSSSS.  20S60)  August  1, 197S ;  and  part  660.- 

1  ^  icTR  Guidelines  (39  PR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 

Therefore,  the  ^retary  has  desig- 

nated  area  as  eligible  for  Emergency  of  Agriculti^,  glv^  notice 

loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop- 

mmt  Act  as  amended  bv  Public  Law  Creek  Watershed  Project,  Atoka,  Coal, 
^8,  ^  thnSo^ioM  M  7  ^  Pontotoc  counties,  Okla- 

environmental  assessment  Of  this 

AppUcatiom  for  Emwgency  loans  regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en- 
m^t  be  received  by  thte  Itepartment  no  vironment  and  that  no  significant  con- 
later  than  Novem^r  25,  1975,  for  ph^  troversy  is  associated  with  the  project 
leal  losses  and  June  28,  1976,  Iot  p^  ^  ^  findings,  Mr.  Hamp- 

ductlonloss^exceptttotq^m^  Bums,  State  Conservationist  SoU 

Conservation  Service.  DSDA,  Agrlcul- 
to  this  dMl^tion  may  ^  eU^We  fOT  Center  Office  Building,  Farm  Road 

Thf  Brumley  Street  Stillwater,  Okla- 

ne^  for  loans  to  ^  deslgnat^  ar^  hcona  74074,  has  determined  that  the 
Impracticabto  and  contrary  to  p(r^;>aratl(m  and  review  of  an  envlron- 
the  public  Interest  to  give  advance  notice  mental  tomact  statemoit  Is  not  needed 
of  proposed  rule  making  and  invite  pub-  ^JSjt  ^  “  * 

lie  pa^cipatlon.  The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water- 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  shed  protection  and  flood  preventiem.  The 
day  of  Oetbbef.  19751  —  remaining  planned  works  of  Improve- 

wravw  w  NAvi.ni»  Jr  “  described  to  the  negative  dec- 

AdmirSitrator, 

Farmer.  Home  Aiminhtrauen. 

[7R  Doe.75-38166  FUed  10-17  7S;8:46am]  Stoede  ooDles  of  the  nearailve  declara- 


( Catalog  of  PedmU  DomesUc  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated;  October  10. 1975. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Wa¬ 
ter  Resources,  SoU  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service. 

[PR  Doc.75-28106  PUed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

LAFAYETTE  COLLEGE 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scientific 
article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regiila- 
tions  Issi^  thereimder  as  amended  (40 
P.R.  12253  et  seq,  15  CFR  701, 1975>. 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washingtem,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number;  75-00554-98-77030. 
AiH>llcant;  Lafayette  College,  Easton, 
Pennsylvania  18042.  Article;  NMR  Spec¬ 
trometer,  Model  CPS-2.  Manufacturer; 
Spin  Lock  Electronics  Ltd.,  Canada.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article;  The  article  Is  In¬ 
tended  to  be  used  to  the  study  of  the 
voliune  change  at  the  liquid-solid  itoase 
transition  and  molecular  motion  to  the 
solid  near  the  melting  point  so  as  to  test 
quasl-lattlce  models  of  liquids  and  shed 
more  light  on  the  mechanism  of  melting 
Itself. 

Comments;  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision;  Application  approved.  No  In¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  (tf  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  aiilcle,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  int^ded 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  to  the 
United  States.  Reasons;  The  foreign 
article  provides  the  capability  to  measure 
relaxation  to  the  rotating  reference 
frame.  The  most  closely  comparable 
domestic  instrument,  the  Model  CPr-20, 
manufactured  by  Vartan  Associates  is  not 
suitable  for  measuring  relaxatlcm  to  the 
rotating  reference  frame.  The  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  (NBS)  advises  to  its 
memorandum  dated  September  25,  1975 
that  the  capability  to  measure  relaxation 
to  the  rotating  reference  frame  is  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  iq;H>licant’s  intended  purposes. 
We,  therefore,  find  that  the  Model  CFT- 
20  is  not  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to 
the  foreign  article  for  such  purposes  as 
the  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Ckunmerce  knows 
of  no  other  tostrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  Intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  to  the  United  States. 


Forest  Service 

PRESCOTT  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Prescott  Natl<mal  Forest  Grazing 
Advlsmy  Board  will  meet  at  1;30  pjn. 
on  November  14,  1975,  at  the  Forest  Su¬ 
pervisor’s  Office  to  Prescott,  Arizona. 
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(Catalog  of  federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Acting  Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
|FR  Doc.75-28100  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  RADIO  ASTRONOMY  OBSERV¬ 
ATORY  ASSOCIATED  UNIVERSITIES, 
INC.,  ETAL 

Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to  Section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
CMtural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L.  t9-«51;  80  Stat.  897).  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  their  views 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  whether 
an  instnimoit  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
is  being  manufactured  In  the  United- 
States.  Such  comments  must  be  filed  in 
triplicate  with  the  Director.  Special  Im¬ 
port  Programs  Olviskm,  Office  of  Import 
Programs,  Washlngt<Hi,  D.C.  20230  on  or 
before  November  10, 197S. 

Amended  regulations  Issued  under 
cited  Act,  (40  FR  1225S  et  seq.,  15  CFR 
701, 1975)  prescribe  the  requiremwits  ap¬ 
plicable  to  comments. 

A  c(^y  of  each  ai^lication  is  on  file, 
and  mi^  be  examined  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours  at 
the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Ccxnmeroe,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  76-00146-18-80050. 
Applicant:  National  Radio  Astronomy 
Ob^rvatory  Associated  Universities, 
Inc.,  1000  Bullock  Blvd.,  Socorro,  New 
Mexico  87801.  Article:  <20mm  Diai^ter) 
Flexible  Helix  Waveguide  Lngth.  Man¬ 
ufacturer:  Fujikura  Cable  WoriES,  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  arti¬ 
cle  is  intended  to  be  used  as  pait  frf  the 
Very  Large  Array  radio  tele^pe  to 
transmit  radio  waveloigths  radiation  re- 
c^ved  from  extratorestrlal  objects  to 
recording  apparatus.  The  study  of  this. 
radiatiiHi  enables  astronomers  to  study 
the  sources  of  energy,  origin  and  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  universe.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  September 
29.  1975. 

Docket  Niunber:  76-00147-33-90000. 
Applicant:  University  of  FTorida-Shands 
Teaching  Hospital,  Dept,  of  Radiology, 
Box  J-874.  J.  HUlis  MIUn*  Health  Cen¬ 
ter,  Gainesville,  Florida  32610.  Article: 
EMI  Scanner  System  with  Magnetic 
Tape  Storage  system.  Manufacturer: 
EMI  Limited,  United  Kingdom.  Zntai.ded 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  Intended  to 
be  used  for  nonlnvastve  Investigation  of 
intracranial  structures  of  patients  in  re- 
seardh  into  Itie  basic  nature,  character, 
and  clinical  course  of  intracranial  disease 
processes.  With  particular  emphasis  in 
the  following  areas: 

a.  Further  definition  of  reconstruction 
scan’s  nde  in  acute  head  trauma. 


b.  Efficiency  of  and  prognosis 

in  Stroke. 

c.  Efficiency  of  dlffoentlattoii  between 
occult  hydrocephalus  and  brain  atrophy. 

d.  Efficiency  of  Identification  of  the 
demyeiinating  (or  degenunrative)  diseases 
(multiple  sclerosis,  Parkinson’s  disease, 
etc.). 

e.  Efficiency  of  klentiflcatkm  of  Intra¬ 
cranial  tumors. 

f.  Contrast  enhancement  potoitial; 
Le..  whkh  diseases  can  most  efficiently 
be  diagnosed  with  the  reconstruction 
scanner  in  omjimction  with  intravenous 
contrast  administration. 

g.  Efficiency  of  identification  of  tumors 
outside  of  the  CNS  but  still  within  the 
scan  rai^e-retroglobaT  tumors  of  the 
orbit,  nasof^isuyngeal  tumors,  etc. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  for  the 
following  educational  purposes: 

(1)  Physician  or  medical  student  edu¬ 
cation  in  neurology. 

(2)  Post-graduate  education  (Radiolo¬ 
gists  particularly)  in  the  handling  of  the 
reconstruction  scanner. 

(3)  Neuro-anatomy  training. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 

of  Customs:  September  29, 1975. 

Docket  Number:  76-00148-33-46500. 
Applicant:  University  of  South  Carolina, 
School  of  Medicine,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina  29208.  Article:  Ultramicrotome, 
Model  OMU-3.  Manufacturer:  C.  Rei¬ 
chert  Optlsche  Werke  AG,  Austrhi.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  ’The  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  to  thin  section,  single 
neurosecretory  neurons  that  have  been 
previouidy  subjected  to  scanning  electron 
microscopy  (SEM).  Individual  neurons 
are  dissected  and  prepared  for  SEM. 
After  examlnatimi,  specimens  are  em¬ 
bedded  in  plastic,  sectioned,  and  exam¬ 
ined  by  transmission  electron  mieros- 
eopy.  This  procedure  allows  for  both 
external  (SEM)  and  internal  (TEM)  ex¬ 
amination  of  neurosecretory  neurons  at 
different  physiologicany  differmt  times. 
Applicatim  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  September  29,  1975. 

Docket  Number:  7fi-00149-25-64000. 
Applicant:  Loyola  Marymount  Univer¬ 
sity,  7101  West  80lh  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90045.  Article:  Polariscope,  Model 
109.  Manufacturer:  Norwood  Instru¬ 
ments  Ltd.,  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  Intended  to 
be  used  for  studies  of  photo^asticity  of 
objects  under  static  loading  in  a  labora¬ 
tory  course  by  undergraduate  engineer¬ 
ing  students.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs :  Septen*cr  29, 
1975. 

Docket  Number:  78-001SO-38-90000. 
Applicant:  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Md.  20014.  Article:  EMI  Scan¬ 
ner  System  with  Magnetic  Tape  Unit, 
Head  holders,  support  device  and  Inter¬ 
changeable  ooUimatoni.  Manufacturer: 
KMT  limited.  United  Kingdom.  InteiKled 
use  of  article:  The  article  wlB  be  used  to 
study  the  bisin.  the  cerebrospinal  fluid 
cavities  and  the  oerebnd  circulation  in 
human  beings  and  expertmental  animals 
(primates).  The  Investigations  will  in¬ 
clude  determination  of  the  absorption 
coefficients  of  the  various  tissues  In  and 


around  the  brain.  Systemic  Introduction 
of  high  atomic  nuntoer  tracers  will  also 
be  emplayed  to  enhance  the  differential 
in  absorption  coefficients.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Gommlssloaer  of  Customs : 
September  29, 1975. 

Docket  Number:  76-00151-33-46040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Pennsylvania, 
Department  of  Biology,  210  Biology  Bldg. 
05.  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19174.  Article: 
Electron  Mimosoc^,  Model  JEM  lOOS 
and  accessories.  Manufacturer:  JEOL, 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  ar¬ 
ticle  is  intended  to  be  used  for  examina¬ 
tion  of  biological  tissues  after  they  have 
been  fixed,  dehydrated,  embedded  in 
plastic,  and  sectioned.  Some  <ff  the  tis¬ 
sues  to  be  examined  will  be  muscle  speci¬ 
mens  from  animals,  with  or  without  pre¬ 
vious  experimental  treatment  for  the 
study  of  the  mechanisms  (ff  control  of 
mus^  activity,  muscle  tissues  from  nor¬ 
mal  and  diseased  human  bi^»ies,  and 
other  tissues  in  a  variety  of  stuxlles  in 
basic  cell  biology.  The  experiments  to 
be  conducted  will  be  aimed  at  obtaining 
information  both  qualitative  and  quan¬ 
titative,  on  the  structure  of  muscle  and 
other  biological  tissues  of  different  tsrpes 
(comparative  morphcdogy)  and  under 
different  physiological  states  (experi¬ 
mental  morphology)  and  In  different 
disease  states  (pathology).  The  article 
will  also  be  used  In  the  course  Biology/ 
Biochemistry  530,  Electron  Microscopy 
Techniques,  an  Introductory  course  as 
well  as  for  informal  teaching  of  under¬ 
graduate  and  graduate  students.  Applica¬ 
tion  received  by  Ckunmissloner  of  CXis- 
toms :  Septendier  29. 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Avistance  Pro- 
gtam  No.  11.106,  Importatioix  of  Duty-Free 
Bducational  and  SctenUfic  Materials.) 

Richakd  M.  Seppa, 
Acting  Director . 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

|FB  Ooc.75-a8103  Filed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


NEROC.  HAYSTACK  OBSERVATORY 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

’The  following  Is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  (Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1986  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  issued  thereunder  as  amended 
(40  P.R.  12253  et  seq.,  15  CER  701.  1975) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  Is  available  ^  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  'of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Progiams,  Department  of 
Commerce.  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  76-00059-00-41200. 
Applicant:  NEROC,  Haystack  Observa- 
tMT,  Off  Route  40.  WeBtfonl,  Massachu¬ 
setts  01886.  Axticle:  Two  Vartan  CW 
klystrons.  Model  #VRE-3193B.  Manufac¬ 
turer:  Vartan  Associates  Ltd.,  Canada. 
Intended  use  of  artide:  The  artlde  Is  a 
competent  part;  of  a  K-hexid  maser  aal- 
crowBve  radtometarlc  receiver  used  at  a 
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NOTICES 


The  foreign  the  Older  Americans  Act  of  1965  (Pub. 

L.  93-29)  for  the  purpose  of  advising  the 
President,  the  Secretiuy  oi  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  the  Commissioner 
tional  Bureau  of  tandards  (NBS)  ad-  on  Aging,  and  the  Congress  on  matters 

relating  to  the  special  needs  of  older 
Americans: 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursufmt  to 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  the  Council's  Senior 
Services  Committee  will  meet  on  No- 
scientlflc  value  to  the  foreign  article  for  vember  6,  1975  from  9:30  ajn.  to  5:00 
the  applicant’s  intended  use.  p.m.  and  on  Nov^ber  7, 1975  from  9:00 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  ajn.  to  3:00  pjn..  In  Room  4563,  Donohoe 
Program  No.  II.IOS,  Importation  of  Duty-  Building,  400  Sixth  Street,  S.W.,  Wash- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.)  ington,  D.C.  20201.  The  agenda  will  con¬ 
sist  of:  Final  Committee  Action  on 
Richard  M.  Seppa,  Benefits  Study,  Further  Strategies  on 

Acting  Director,  Services  for  the  Frail  Eldeiiy,  Future 
Special  Import  Programs  Division.  Implications  of  Relationships  Between 
[FR  Doc.76-28102  FUed  10-17-75:8:46  am]  Social  Service  Programs  Under  the  Older 

Americans  Act  and  the  Social  Security 
Act  and  Review  of  Possible  Reforms  in 
Medicare  and  Medicaid. 

This  meeting  is  open  for  public  obser¬ 
vation. 

Further  Information  on  the  Council 
may  be  obtained  frmn  Cleonlce  Tavani, 
Executive  Director,  Federal  Council  on 
the  Aging,  Room  4022,  Donohoe  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Sixth  Street,  S.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20201,  telephone;  (202)-245- 


radlo/ radar  observatory  engaged  in  radio  United  States.  Reasons 
spectral-line  studies.  article  provides  the  capability  to  meas- 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been  ure  dynamic  properti^  of  solids  in  the 
received  with  respect  to  this  application,  form  oi  thin  fili^  and  fibers^^he  Na- 
Decislon:  Application  approved.  No  in-  '  “ 

strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci-  vises  in  its  memorandmn  dated  Septem- 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for  ber  26,  1975  that  (1)  the  capability 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended  describe  above  is  pertinent  to  the  appli- 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the  cant’s  Intended  purposes  and  (2)  it  knows 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  foreign  of  no  domestic  instnunent  of  equivalent 
article  provides  a  42-53  gigahertz  fre¬ 
quency  range  with  150  millivolts  (mV) 
guaranteed  ou^ut  power  (350mW  tar¬ 
get)  .  Hie  National  Bureau  of  Standards 
(NBS)  advises  in  its  memorandum  dated 
September  25, 1975  that  (1)  the  capabil¬ 
ity  of  the  article  described  above  is  per¬ 
tinent  to  the  applicant’s  research  pur¬ 
poses  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no  domestic 
Instrument  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant’s 
Intended  use. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

POLYTETRAFLUOROETHYLENE  PLASTIC- 
UNED  STEEL  PIPE  AND  FITTINGS 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Withdraw  Voluntary 
Product  Standard 

In  accordance  with  §  10.12  of  the  De¬ 
partment’s  “Procedures  for  the  Develop¬ 
ment  of  Voluntary  Product  Standards’’ 

(15  CFR  Part  10,  as  revised;  35  PR  8349  0441 

dated  May  28,  1970),  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  intent  to  withdraw  Volim- 
tary  Product  Standard  PS  33-70,  “Poly- 
tetrafiuoroethylene  (PTPE)  Plastic- 
Lined  Steel  Pipe  and  Fittings.’’  This 
withdrawal  action  is  being  taken  for  the 
reason  that  the  product  is  covered  by 
American  Society  for  Testing  and  Ma¬ 
terials’  ASTM  P  432-75,  “Polytetra- 
fiucH^ethylene  (PTPE)  Plastic-Lined 
Ferrous  Metal  Pipe  and  Fittings,’’  and 
the  continued  duplication  of  this  stand¬ 
ard  is  Inappropriate.  NEW  FEDERAL  CASH  TRANSFER  PRO- 

Any  comments  or  objections  concern-  GRAM— WELFARE  REFORM  STUDIES 

thU  intended  withdrawal^  ^  stand-  Notice  of  Contract  Modification 

ard  should  be  made  in  writing  to  the 

Standards  Development  Services  Sec-  Pm^uant  to  Section  606  of  the  Com- 
tion.  National  Bureau  of  Standards,  munity  Services  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
Washington,  D.C.  20234,  on  or  before  644) ,  42  USC  2946,  this  agency  announces 
November  19, 1975.  The  effective  date  of  the  modification  of  Contract  Number 
withdrawal,  if  appropriate,  will  be  not  HEW-OS-74-122  awarded  to  Mathema- 
less  than  60  days  after  the  final  notice  tlca,  Inc.,  Princeton  Station,  P.O.  Box 
of  withdrawal.  Withdrawal  action  ter-  2392,  Princeton,  New  Jersey  08540  for  a 
minates  the  authority  to  refer  to  a  pub-  research  project  entitled  “New  Federal 
lished  standard  as  a  voluntary  standard  Cash  Transfer  Program — Welfare  Re¬ 
developed  under  the  Department  of  Com-  form  Studies.”  This  project  supports 
merce  procedures  from  the  effective  date  analyses  of  data  which  will  provide  in- 
of  withdrawal.  formation  concerning  the  planning  and 

Dated-  October  15  1975  possible  implementation  of  a  compre- 

a.  ucioDer  is,  1975.  hensive  assistance  program.  Analyses  will 

Ernest  Ambler,  focus  on  lower  Income  population  statis- 
Acting  Director.  tics  using  data  from  the  Census  Bureau 
[FR  Doc.75-28133  Filed  10-17-76:8 :45  ami  Income  Maintenance  Experi- 

ments  conducted  by  this  Office.  The  es- 
— — — modification  is  $154,- 

893.00  and  the  intended  completion  date 
is  January  30. 1976. 

Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

William  A.  Morrill, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation. 
[FR  Doc.76-38124  Filed  10-17-75:8:46  am] 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Dranestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11. KM.  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Acting  Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 
[FR  DOC.7&-28101  Filed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 


WASHINGTON  STATE  UNIVERSITY 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub- 
Uc  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  m 
amended  (40  FR  12253  et  seq,  15  CFR 
701,  1975). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  76-00045-65-86300. 
Applicant:  Washington  State  University, 
Division  of  Purchasing,  Pullman,  Wash¬ 
ington  99163.  Article:  Rheovibron  Vls- 
coelastometer.  Manufacturer:  Toyo 
Baldwin  Co.,  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  in  studies  of  the  structure-property 
correlations  of  epoxy  composites  and 
PKdymers  in  which  dynamic  mechanical 
properties  will  be  evaluated  as  a  fimction 
'Of  frequencies  at  constant  temperature 
and  of  different  temperature  at  constant 
frequencies.  The  article  will  also  be  used 
for  educational  purposes  in  the  courses: 
MSE  543  Natural  and  synthetic  poly¬ 
mers;  MSE  501  Advanced  Topics  in  Ma¬ 
terials  Science. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  aiticle,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  articfe  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 


Cleonice  Tavani, 
Executive  Director, 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging. 

October  10,  1975. 

[FR Doc.76-28122  Filed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging 
SENIOR  SERVICES  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging  was 
established  by  the  1973  amendment  to 


federal  register,  VOL.  40,  NO.  203 — MONDAY,  OCTOBER  20,  1975 


48960 


NOTICES 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

SECRETARY'S  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

THE  RIGHTS  AND  RESPONSlBiUTIES 

OF  WOMEN 

Meetirrg 

The  Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women,  which  was  established  to  review 
the  pc^icies,  programs,  and  activities  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Educatton, 
and  Welfare  relative  to  wom^  and  to 
make  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
on  how  to  better  the  services  of  HEW’s 
programs  to  meet  these  special  needs  of 
women,  will  meet  cm  nmrsday,  and  Fri¬ 
day,  November  6-7,  1976,  from  9:00  a.m. 
to  5:00  p.m.  each  day  in  Room  5169, 
HEW-North  Building,  330  Zndependoioe 
Avenue,  S.W^  Washington,  D.C.  The 
agenda  Includes  the  consideration  of  new 
priorities  for  1976  and  a  report  on  the 
status  of  the  Committee  and  its  1975 
projects. 

Interested  persons  wishing  to  address 
the  Committee,  should  contact  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary  by  COB  Friday,  Octo¬ 
ber  31.  Phone:  302-245-6454.  Written 
statements  received  by  October  31  will  be 
duplicated  and  distributed  to  the  mem¬ 
bers.  Members  of  the  public  are  Invited 
to  attend  the  meeting. 

Dated:  October  10, 1975. 

Sandra  S.  Kramer, 
Acting  Executive  Secretary,  Sec¬ 
retary's  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsi¬ 
bilities  of  Women. 

[FB  Doc.75-28183  Filed  10-17-7S;8:45  stn) 


Public  Health  Service 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY  FOR  HEALTH 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions, 
and  Delegations  off  Authority 

Part  11  of  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare,  Chapter  11,  en¬ 
titled  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secrkary 
lor  Health  (38  FR  18571-r74,  as  amended) 
is  am^ided  m  Section  11-B,  Organiza¬ 
tion  and  Functions,  to  realign  activities 
relating  to  quality  assurance  and  health 
care  standards  among  ai^cuopriate  or¬ 
ganizational  components  as  follows: 

Retitle  and  amend  the  functions  of  the 
Office  of  Professional  Standards  Review 
by  deleting  reference  to  the  Oflce  of  Pro- 
fessional  Standards  Review  iUtOi)  in  its 
entirety  and  substituting  the  following 
statement: 

Office  of  Quality  Standards  ilN§4). 
The  Director  of  the  Office  of  Quality 
Standards  provides  technical  advice  on 
programs  of  health  care  standards  and 
quality  assurance  matters  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Health.  In  conjunction 
with  the  Office  of  Policy  Development 
and  Planning,  Public  Health  Service,  co¬ 
ordinates  the  development  of  all  Depart¬ 
ment  policies  relating  to  quality  assur¬ 
ance  and  standards  of  health  care  with 
the  Social  Security  Administration  and 
the  Social  Rehabilitation  Service  and 


other  Departmental  components.  Coordi¬ 
nates,  in  partteular.  such  activities  for 
the  Assistant  Secretary  regarding  Pro¬ 
fessional  Stazklards  Review  Organiza¬ 
tions,  ntiUeation  Review,  and  the  quality 
assurance  aspects  of  the  Health  Mainte- 
nsmce  Organisations  and  the  End-Stage 
Renal  Disease  programs.  Also,  provides 
staff  support  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  in  carrying  -out  his  responsi¬ 
bilities  for  the  Maximum  Allowable  Cost 
of  Drugs  program.  Serves  as  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretariat  to  the  National  Profes¬ 
sional  Standards  Review  Council,  and 
provides  staff  support  to  other  appropri¬ 
ate  committees  as  necessary.  Reviews 
and  evaluates  the  implementation  of  the 
Professional  Standards  Review  Organi¬ 
zation  evaluation  plan  in  conjunction 
with  the  National  Professional  Standards 
Review  Coimcll. 

Amend  the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Quality  Assurance 
(IN  12)  in  its  entirety  by  substituting 
the  following  statement : 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Quality  Assurance  (1-12).  The 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Quality 
Assurance  is  responsible  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  overall  national  effort  regarding 
quality  assurance  and  health  care  stand¬ 
ards.  Sa*ves  as  Departmental  focal  point 
for  interagency  clearance  of  major  policy 
issues,  plans,  agreements  and  standards 
I'elated  to  quality  assurance  and  health 
care  standards.  Serves  as  the  principal 
advisor  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  on  matters  dealing  with  quality 
assurance  and  health  care  standards  and 
is  the  principal  representative  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  lor  Health  in  dealing 
with  Congress  and  other  Departments 
and  agencies  in  these  matters.  Coordi¬ 
nates  the  activities  of  the  Office  of  Qual¬ 
ity  Standards,  the  Office  of  Nursing 
Home  Affairs  and  the  Office  of  Popula¬ 
tion  Affairs,  as  th^  affect  quali^  assur¬ 
ance  and  standards  of  health  care. 

Amend  the  statement  for  the  Office  of 
Policy  Development  and  Planning 
(1NS3) ,  substituting  the  fcdlowing  for 
the  last  function:  “serves  as  staff  to  tiM 
ASH  Policy  Board  (comprised  of  the 
heads  of  the  PHS  Agencies  and  Offices) ; 
and  provides  staff  smport  for  the  Health 
Insurance  Ben^ts  Advisory  Council,  in¬ 
cluding  development  of  policy  proposals 
for  consideration  by  that  Ooimcn.” 

Dated :  October  9, 1975. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  ' 
Administration  and  Management. 

[FB  Doe.75-Wl2S  FUed  10-lT-75;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

[FDAA-A8S-DR;  MFD-807] 

ALABAMA 

Amendment  To  Notice  Of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major'  Disaster  for  the  State 

of  Alabama,  dated  October  2,  1975,  and 


amended  October  8,  1975,  is  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended  to  include  the  following 
coimties  among  those  counties  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
the  catastrophe  declared  a  major  disas¬ 
ter  by  the  President  in  his  declation  of 
October  2, 1975: 

The  CountiM  of : 

Crensbaw  Ueiu'y 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  October  10,  1975. 

William  E.  Cbockktt, 
Acting  Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

I  PR  DOC.75-2815S  Filed  10-17-75;  8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Docket  No.  D-75-3741 

REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATOR  AND  DEPUTY 
REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATOR.  REGION  HI 

Redelegation  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  redelegated.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  Secthm  C  of  the  reddegation  of 
authority  to  the  Regional  Administrator 
and  Deputy  Regional  Administrator,  Re¬ 
gion  m  (PhUadeh^),  at  40  FR  28659, 
July  8,  1975,  there  is  hereby  redelegated 
to  the  Area  Director  and  the  Deputy 
Area  Director,  Washington,  D.C.  Area 
Office,  the  power  and  authority  of  the 
Secretary  to  convey  to  the  District  of 
Ckilundiia  Redevelopment  Land  Agency 
title  to  those  portions  of  the  Fort  Lincoln 
property  located  in  Washlngttm,  D.C.  to¬ 
gether  with  any  improvonents  and  re¬ 
lated  pnsonal  property  located  thereon 
which  were  transferred  to  the  Secretary 
by  the  Administrator  of  General  Services 
on  June  4,  1973,  pursuant  to  Section  108 
ot  the  Housing  Aet  of  1949  (42  UJ3.C. 
1458)  and  a  certain  agreement  between 
the  Department  of  HUD  and  the  GSA. 

Section  B.  Further  authority  redele- 
gated.  Pursuant  to  Section  C  of  the  re¬ 
delegation  of  authority  at  40  FR  28659, 
the  Area  Director  and  the  Deputy  Area 
EHrector,  Washington,  D.C.  Area  Office, 
each  is  further,  authmlzed  to  exercise  the 
power  and  authority  of  the  Secretary  to 
return  those  portions  of  the  Fort  Lincoln 
property  as  may  be  delineated  public  use 
parcels  by  Development  Area  Plans  under 
the  Urban  Renewal  Plan  for  the  Fort 
Unocin  Urban  R^iewal  Area  to  the 
Administrator  Genial  Services  for 
subseqo(mt  disposition  to  appropriate 
Federal  or  District  ol  Oolumbla  public 

agmcles.  _ 

(Section  Y(d),  Department  of  HUD 
Act.  4a  n.8.c.  2635(d) :  Delegatton  of  Au- 
tiwrity  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Management, 
36  FR  5004;  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
ihe  Assistant  Secretary  for  Cmnmunlty 
Planning  and  Devdopment,  38  FR  8011) . 

Effective  Date.  This  red^egation  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  October  30, 1975. 

Vincent  A.  Makino, 
AcUng  Regional  Administrator, 
Region  III  (Philadelphia) . 

[FR  Doc.75-28154  Filed  10-17-76; 8: 45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
FMeral  Aviation  Administration 
AIRPORT  NOISE  POUCY  . 

.  Notice  of  Public  Hearings 

Tlie  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
will  hold  a  series  of  public  hearings  on  its 
airport  noise  policy.  These  hearings  win 
afford  interest  persons  the  opportunity 
to  present  views,  data,  and  arguments 
regarding  the  subjects  and  issues  stated 
in  a  general  notice  published  in  the  Fed- 
BRAL  Register  on  July  9,  1975  (40  FR 
28844) .  In  addition  to  the  afternoon  ses¬ 
sions  of  the  hearings,  evening  sessions 
are  provided  to  accommodate  the  gen- 
'  eral  public.  Additional  hearings  at  other 
locations  wiU  be  annoimced  at  later 
dates. 

The  hearings  for  the  months  of  No¬ 
vember  and  December  will  be  conducted 
at  the  following  times  and  locations: 

Not.  S,  1975 — ^Richmond,  Virginia:  Con¬ 
vening  at  1:00  pjn.  and  6:00  pjn.  at  the 
Ramada  Inn — Airport,  6700  Wllliamshurg 
Rd.,  Sandston.  Virginia. 

Nov.  7,  1975 — ^Buffalo,  New  York:  Conven¬ 
ing  at  1:00  pjn.  and  6:00  pjn.  at  Amherst 
Municipal  Building.  6583  Main  Street.  WU- 
liamsvllle.  New  York. 

Nov.  10,  1975 — ^Denver,  Colorado:  Conven¬ 
ing  at  1 :00  p.m.  and  6:00  pjn.  at  the  Marriott 
Hotel.  1-76  A  Bamdon.  Denver,  Colorado. 

Nov.  11.  1975 — Aspen,  Color^o:  Conven¬ 
ing  at  1:00  pjn.  and  6:00  pjn.  at  the  Holiday 
Inn,  Aspen,  Colorado. 

Nov.  13.  1976— Salt  Lake  City.  Utah:  Con¬ 
vening  at  1 :00  pjn.  and  6:00  pjn.  at  the  Hil¬ 
ton  Hotel,  150  W.  5th  South,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah. 

Nov.  13-14,  1976 — ^Boston,  Massachusetts: 
Convening  on  Nov.  13  at  1:00  pjn.  and  7:00 
pjn.,  and  Nov.  14  at  9:30  a.m.  in  the  7BC 
Auditorium.  ITan^xnrtatlon  Systems  Center. 
65  Broadway,  Kendall  Square,  Cambridge, 
Massachusetts.  ^ 

Nov.  17,  1976— Omaha,  Nebraska:  Conven¬ 
ing  at  1:00  pjn.. and  7:00  pjn.  in  the  Legis¬ 
lative  Chamber,  Civic  Center  Building,  1819 
Bamiim  Street,  Omaha.  Nebraska. 

Nov.  18.  1976— St.  Louis.  Missouri:  Con¬ 
vening  at  1:00  pjn.  and  7:00  pjn.  at  the 
Federal  Mart  Building.  2nd  floor  audltorlxun, 
405  South  12th  Street,  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

Dec.  1.  1975— Washingtcm.  D.C.:  Convening 
at  1:00  p.m.  and  6:00  pjn.  at  the  Stouffer 
National  Center  Hotel.  2399  South  Jefferson 
Davis  Highway.  Arlln^n,  Virginia. 

Dec.  10, 1976— Ft.  Lauderdale,  nmlda:  Con¬ 
vening  at  2:00  pjn.  and  7:30  pjn.  at  Florida 
Department  of  Transportation  Auditorium, 
780  S.W.  34th  SUeet,  n.  Lauderdale,  Florida. 

Dee.  11,  1975 — Miami.  Florida:  Convening 
at  3:00  pjn.  and  7:80  pjn.  at  Airport  Lakes 
Holiday  Inn,  1101  N.W.  57th  Avenue,  Miami, 
Florida. 

Dec.  16,  1975 — ^New  York,  New  York:  Con¬ 
vening  at  1:00  pjn.  and  6:00  p.m.  at  the 
Town  Meeting  Pavilion.  Tcmn  Hall  Plaza, 
Main  Street,  Hempstead,  New  York. 

Dec.  16.  1976— New  York.  New  York:  Con¬ 
vening  at  1 :00  p.m.  and  6:00  pjn.  at  the  Holi¬ 
day  Inn,  La  Quardia,  100-15  Dltmars  Boule¬ 
vard.  East  Elmhurst,  New  York. 

The  hearings  will  be  informal  in  na¬ 
ture  and  will  be  conducted  by  a  desig¬ 
nated  representative  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

Since  the  hearings  will  not  be  evi¬ 
dentiary  or  Judicial  In  nature,  there  will 


be  no  cross-examinatkm  or  otb«:  adjudi¬ 
catory  procedure  applied  to  the  presen¬ 
tations.  However,  Interested  persons 
wMilng  to  make  rebuttal  statements  will 
be  given  the  opportunity  to  do  so  at 
the  ccmclusion  of  the  presmtations  in 
the  same  order  In  which  initial  state¬ 
ments  are  made. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  at- 
tMid  the  hearings  and  to  participate  by 
making  oral  or  written  statements  con¬ 
cerning  the  respective  topics,  their  sub¬ 
stance  and  issues.  Written  statements 
should  be  submitted  in  duplicate  and  will 
be  made  a  part  of  the  record  of  proceed¬ 
ings.  Persons  wishing  to  make  oral  state¬ 
ments  at  the  hearings  must  notl^  the 
FAA  that  they  desire  to  be  heard,  and 
Indicate  the  amount  of  time  requested 
for  their  initial  statements.  Presenta¬ 
tions  win  be  scheduled  on  a  first-come- 
llrst-served  basis,  as  time  may  permit. 
Requests  to  receive  additional  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  made  as  follows; 

For  the  hearings  in  Richmond,  Buffalo, 
Washington,  and  New  York,  write  or  call : 

Public  Affairs  Officer,  Eastern  Region  (AEA- 
5).  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  JFK  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York  11430;  (212)  996-0684. 

For  the  hearings  in  Denver.  Aspen,  and 
Salt  Lake  City,  write  or  call: 

Public  AffairevOffloer,  Rocky  Mountain  Re¬ 
gion  (ARM-S),  Federal  Avlatlmi  Admlnte- 
traticm.  Park  mil  Station.  P.O.  Box  7313, 
Denver,  Colorado  80207;  (303)  837-4992. 

For  the  hearings  in  Boston,  write  or 
call: 

Public  Affairs  Officer,  New  England  Region 
(ANE-6).  Federal  Aviation  Admlnietratlon, 
12  New  England  Executive  Park,  Btxrling- 
ton.  Masaachueetta  01803;  (617)  273-7891. 

For  the  hearings  in  Omaha  and  St. 
Louis,  write  or  call: 

PubUe  Affalra  Officer,  Central  Region  (ACE- 
5),  Federal  Aviatbm  Administration.  601 
Etest  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64106;  (816)  374-5449. 

For  the  hearings  in  Ft.  Lauderdale  and 
Miami,  write  or  call: 

PnbUe  Affaire  Officer,  Southern  Region  (ASO- 
5).  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O, 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320;  (404) 
526-7201. 

In  addition  to  materials  presented  at 
the  hearing,  persons  not  participating  in 
the  hearings  are  Invited  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  the  airport  noise  policy 
in  accordance  with  the  notice  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  9, 1979. 

Such  communications  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to: 

Federal  Aviation  Adminkrtratlon:  Associate 
Administrator  for  Poliey  Development  and 
Review,  800  IndependM^e  Avenue,  8W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20691,  Attention:  Airport 
Noise  Policy  Proceedings. 

The  closing  date  for  sutMnltting  writ¬ 
ten  commoitB  is  January  1,  1976.  All 
comments  wiU  be  available  for  examlna- 
ticm  both  before  and  after  tlM  closing 
date  for  conimffiits. 

TTm  goieral  notice  (40  m  28844,  Juhr  9, 
1975)  regarding  the  FAA’s  airport  noise 


identUles  a  number  ot  possible  air¬ 
port  nse-restrtotlon  options  which  may 
be  cmsBldered  tor  inchnlon  In  an  airport 
iK^e  relief  program,  m  addition,  tte  FAA 
tdenttOed  four  potential  policy  (^tlons 
and  their  Implications.  Those  poUcy  op¬ 
tions  are  as  foUows: 

1.  Airport  proprietor  actions  unconstrained 
by  the  FAA. 

2.  Airport  proprietor  completely  con¬ 
strained  by  the  FAA  with  a  correlated  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  Federal  airport  noise  abate- 
meat  plan. 

8.  Airport  proprietor  to  establiah  a  noise 
abatement  plan. 

4.  Continue  the  present  policy. 

The  notice  presents  analysis  of  the  re¬ 
spective  options  and  contains  the  ma¬ 
terial  that  is  Uie  subject  of  these  public 
hearings.  While  aU  comments  are  of  in¬ 
terest,  the  FAA  specifically  Invites  state¬ 
ments  or  comments  regarding  the  policy 
options  In  terms  of  the  specific  questions 
stated  In  the  notice. 

Before  taking  final  action  regarding 
its  airport  noise  policy,  the  FAA  will  con¬ 
sider  the  statements  presented  at  the 
hearings  and  aU  written  comments  sub¬ 
mitted. 

Transcripts  of  each  hearing  wiU  be 
made  and  anyone  may  purchase  copies 
from  the  reporter.  A  transcript  of  each 
hearing  win  be  available  fdr  examination 
In  the  office  of  the  Associate  Administra¬ 
tor  for  P(Uicy^Development  and  Review, 
Room  lOOOW,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  DC. 

Since  the  hearings  contained  in  this 
notice  have  been  previously  announced 
In  their  respective  localities  in  which 
they  wlU  be  held,  it  Is  determined  that 
publication  of  the  notice  of  puldic  hear¬ 
ing  In  the  Federal  Regstbr  less  than 
15  days  before  the  first  hearing  is  rea¬ 
sonable  tmder  44  IT.S.C.  1508. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15, 1975. 

Frederick  A.  Meister, 
Associate  AdmMstrator  for 
PoHcy  Development  and  Re¬ 
view  (Actiiifir) . 

(FR  DOC.78-2B800  Filed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


AMERICAN  REVOLUTION 
BICENTENNIAL  ADMINISTRATION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  RACIAL, 
ETHNIC  AND  NATIVE  AMERICAN  PAR¬ 
TICIPATION  IN  THE  BICENTENNiAL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  (Pub. 
L.  92-483) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  American  Revolution  Bi¬ 
centennial  Committee  on  Racial,  Ethnic 
and  Native  American  Participation  in  the 
Bicentennial  wiU  be  held  on  November 
10, 1975,  in  Room  2010  of  the  New  Exec¬ 
utive  Office  Building  In  Wadiington,  D.C. 
The  meeting  win  begin  at  8:30  ajn. 

Hie  tentative  agenda  Includes  the  re¬ 
view  of  six  luroto^rplcal  Bicentcinlal  pro¬ 
grams  and  a  presentation  regarding  July 
4,  1978. 
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The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  a  space  available  basis.  Further  In¬ 
formation  can  be  obtained  from  Verna 
E.  Claybome,  Director  of  Ethnic  Racial 
Programs.  American  Revolution  Bicen¬ 
tennial  Administration,  2401  E  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20276,  Tele¬ 
phone  (202)  634-1767. 

John  W.  Warnkr, 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-28132  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[  Docket  27067;  Order  75-10-46 ] 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES  INC.,  ET  AL 

Authorization  of  Discussions  Concerning 
Pricing  Policies  and  Related  Practices  of 
Fuel  Suppliers 

Order  Extending  Authorization 

Issued  under  delegated  authority 
October  14, 1975. 

By  order  75-5-15,  May  2,  1975,  the  ^ 
Board  extended  the  authorization  of  all ' 
U.S.  certificated  air  carriers  and  foreign 
air  carriers  to  participate  in  discussions 
concerning  the  pricing  policies  and  re¬ 
lated  practices  of  fuel  suppliers  for  an 
additional  period  of  90  days  from 
April  21, 1975,  through  July  20,  1975.^ 

By  application  filed  with  the  Board  on 
July  21,  1975,  various  U.S.  and  foreign 
air  carriers  now  request  that  the  au¬ 
thorization  be  extended  for  an  additional 
period  of  90  days.* 

In  support  of  their  request,  the  appli¬ 
cants  state  that  precipitous  increases 
in  the  price  of  fuel  have  continued,  and 
that  international  uncertainties  also 
continue  with  the  threat  of  embargo  not 
entirely  dissipated  and  with  a  substan¬ 
tial  risk  of  further  pricing  disruptions  by 
the  Organization  of  Petroleum  Export¬ 
ing  Countries  (OPEC).  The  applicants 
further  state  that  significant  progress 
has  already  been  made  toward  collective 
judgment  on  numerous  courses  of  ac¬ 
tion.  Specifically,  the  applicants  state 
that  the  Information  Exchange  Sub¬ 
committee  has  developed  an  information 
exchange  agreement  which  has  been 
signed  by  nine  participants  laid  is  in  cir¬ 
culation  to  all  other  carrier  participants; 
that  the  Standard  Form  Contract  Sub¬ 
committee  is  presently  reviewing  a  con¬ 
tract  manual,  including  a  model  con¬ 
tract:  that  the  Joint  Negotiation/Opera¬ 
tions  Subcommittee  is  preparing  a  report 
on  the  potential  for  developing  new  com¬ 
petition  for  jet  fuel  supply  through  joint 
actiCHi  including  the  related  problems  of 
storage,  transportation,  and  geographic 
distribution.  The  applicants  also  state 
that  in  view  of  the  current  debate  over 
national  energy  policy  and  the  absence 


^The  Initial  period  for  discussions  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  order  74-12-89,  Dec.  23.  1974  was 
limited  to  120  days. 

*  The  joint  applicants  herein  are  the  same 
as  those  In  the  appUcatlon  for  the  first  ex¬ 
tension  request  filed  on  Apr.  15,  1975,  with 
the  following  exceptions:  Air  New  England  Is 
an  applicant  hraeln,  and  Aeronaves  de  Mex¬ 
ico,  Capitol  International  Airways,  Ine.,  and 
Mexicans  have  not  joined  In  the  application. 


of  clarification  of  future  petroleum  pric¬ 
ing  it  is  extremely  difficult  for  the  carrier 
participants  to  make  definitive  judg¬ 
ments  on  the  effect  and  efficiency  of  col¬ 
lective  arrangements. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
it  is  concluded  that  a  continuation  of  the 
discussions  for  an  additional  period  of 
time  is  reasonable.  In  view  of  the  com¬ 
plexity  of  the  task  undertaken  by  the 
carriers,  as  asserted  by  the  applicants,  it 
appears  that  the  participants  have  dem¬ 
onstrated  their  willingness,  if  not  their 
ability,  to  accomplish  that  task  in  a 
reasonable  time  frame.*  In  these  circum¬ 
stances,  it  has  been  concluded  to  extend 
the  authorized  discussions  for  a  period 
of  90  days  from  the  date  of  this  order. 
It  is  noted  that  three  discussion  meetings 
were  held  during  the  first  120-day  period 
initially  authorized  by  the  Board  on  De¬ 
cember  23,  1974  (i.e.,  on  January  30, 
April  8,  and  April  17,  1975).  However, 
during  the  90-day  authorized  extension 
period  no  discussion  meetings  have  been 
held  by  the  carrier  participants.  Nor  does 
it  appear  that  the  workings  of  the  tech¬ 
nical  subcommittees  have  been  periodi¬ 
cally  reported  to  the  carrier  participant 
group  for  review  and  action  thereon  at 
any  discussion  meeting  during  this  pe¬ 
riod  as  contemplated  under  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  orders  authorizing  such 
discussions.  Further,  as  recognized  by  the 
applicants,  the  Board  authorized  the  dis¬ 
cussion  in  order  that  the  participant  car¬ 
riers  determine  for  themselves  and  pre¬ 
sent  to  the  Board  their  position  as  to 
whether  a  genuine  contribution,  through 
such  discussions,  can  be  render^  by  any 
appropriate  collective  action.  Conditions 
established  by  order  74-12-89  will  re¬ 
main  in  effect  for  the  extended  discus¬ 
sions  authorized  herein. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.- 
13  and  385.3,  and  pursuant  to  subpara¬ 
graph  (h)  of  ordering  paragraph  1  of 
order  74-12-89,  and  order  75-5-15,  it  is 
found  th§t  the  applicants’  record  should 
be  granted.* 

Accordingly,  It  Is  Ordered  ’That:  Or¬ 
der  74-12-89  be  and  it  hereby  is  modified 
by  the  amendment  of  subparagraph  (g) 
of  ordering  paragraph  1  therein  to  read 
as  follows: 


>On  Sept.  26,  1975,  Congress  extended  oil 
price  controls  until  Nov.  16,  1976.  Also,  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  has  stated  that 
the  $2-per-barrel  tariff  on  Imported  oil  will 
continue  to  be  collected  during  any  period  of 
extension  of  the  old  controls.  (A  Federal  ap¬ 
peals  court  has  ruled  that  the  tariff  was  Im¬ 
posed  Ulegally,  and  the  case  is  pending  Ijefore 
the  Supreme  Court.)  On  Sept.  27,  1975,  the 
Organlzatloir  of  Petroleum  Exporting  Coun¬ 
tries  (OPEC)  imposed  a  10  percent  Increase 
on  world  petrolexun  prices,  effective  Oct.  1, 
1976.  (WaU  Street  Journal,  Sept.  29,  1975.) 

«It  Is  further  found,  pursuant  to  14  CFR 
385.6,  that  the  action  taken  herein  Is  gov¬ 
erned  by  prlOT  Board  precedent  and  policy, 
and  immediate  action  is  required  to  permit 
the  prompt  continuation  of  the  discussions. 
Therefore',  it  is  determined  that  the  filing  of 
petitions  for  review  of  this  order  will  not  pre¬ 
clude  the  order  from  becoming  effective  Im¬ 
mediately. 


(g)  The  authorization  granted  herein  shall 
expire  after  January  13, 1976. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  15  days  of  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order.  ’This  order 
shall  be  effective  Immediately,  and  the 
filing  of  a  petition  for  review  shall  not 
preclude  such  effectiveness. 

’This  order  shall  be  served  on  all  U.S. 
certificated  carriers,  including  supple- 
nzental  air  carriers;  on  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  described  in  order  74-12-89;  on  the 
Departments  of  Justice  (Antitrust  Di¬ 
vision),  State,  and  Transportation;  and 
on  the  Federal  Energy  Administration. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28165  Filed  10-17-76;  8:46  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  will  meet 
at  2:00  p.m.  on  Wednesday,  November  5, 
1975.  This  meeting  will  be  held  in  room 
5A06A  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  building,  1900  E  Street,  NW.,  and 
will  consist  of  continued  discussions  on 
future  comparability  adjustments  for  the 
statutory  pay  systems  of  the  Federal 
Crovemment. 

’The  Chairman  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service 
Commission  is  responsible  for  the  making 
of  determinations  under  section  10(d) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
as  to  whether  or  not  meetings  of  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  shall  be 
open  to  the  public.  He  has  determined 
that  this  meeting  will  consist  of  ex¬ 
changes  of  opinions  and  information 
which,  if  written,  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (2)  or  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b). 
Therefore,  this  meeting  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

For  the  President’s  Agent: 

Richard  H.  Hall, 
Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent's  Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-28098  Filed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  rx  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary — Congressional  and 
Legislative  Affairs,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
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Secretary — Congressional  and  Legisla¬ 
tive  Affairs.  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[PR  Doc.76-28095  Plied  IO-17-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noneareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  EX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  author!^  the  D^>art- 
ment  of  the  Interior  to  fill  noneareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  accepted 
service  the  position  of  Deputy  Solicitor — 
Program  Coordination,  Solicitor’s  imme¬ 
diate  Office.  Office  of  t^e  Solicitor.  Office 
of  the  Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[PB  Doc.76-28097  PUed  10-17-75;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Revocation  of  AuthorlW  To  Make  a 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  I  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) .  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
ibie  Department  of  Justice  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Deputy 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  Office  of 
Legislative  Affairs. 

United  States  Civil  Serv- 
ZCE  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

(PR  Doc.75-28096  PUed  10-17-75;8:46  km] 


before  November  7,  1975,  and  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  Carl  F.  Bogar,  Assist¬ 
ant  Director,  Office  of  Special  Programs, 
United  States  Gener^  Accountin*  Office, 
Room  5216,  425  I  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-376-5425. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
Request  clearance  of  a  revision  to  the 
Nuclear  Material  Transaction  RoDort, 
Form  NRC/E5RDA-741  and  Form  NRC/ 
ERDA-741A  which  serve  as  a  shipping 
and  transfer  document  for  special  nu¬ 
clear  material,  source  material,  and 
tritium.  The  frequency  of  the  use  of  the 
report  is  on  occasion;  potential  re¬ 
spondents  are  approximately  400  NRC 
licensees  authorized  to  possess  and  use 
special  nuclear  material,  source  mate¬ 
rial,  or  tritiiun;  respondent  burden  is 
estimated  to  be  15  minutes  a  report. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 

^  Regulatory  Reports 
^  Review  Officer. 

(PR  Doc.75-28181  PUed  10-17-75:8:46  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

LOWER  RIO  GRANDE  VALLEY  DISTRICT 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Lower  Rio  Grande  Valley  District  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  will  hold  a  public  meeting 
at  9:30  ajn.,  Tuesday,  November  4,  1975, 
at  the  Harlingen  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce,  311  East  Tyler.  Harlingen.  Texas, 
to  discuss  such  bushaess  as  may  be  pre¬ 
sented  by  members,  staff  of  the  Small 
Business  Administration,  and  others 
present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
James  R.  WoodaU.  P.O.  Box  2567,  Har¬ 
lingen.  Texas  78550,  (512) -888-4533. 

Dated:  Octe^  10, 1975. 


COLUMBIA  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 

COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
•Columffia  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  10  am.,  Tues¬ 
day,  November  11,  1975,  at  the  Carolina 
Inn,  937  Assembly  Street,  Columbia, 
South  Carolina,  to  discuss  such  business 
as  may  be  presented  by  members,  staff 
of  the  Small  Business  Administration, 
and  others  present. 

For  fiuther  information,  write  or  call 
Vem  F.  Amick,  1801  Assembly  Street. 
Columbia,  South  Carolina  29201,  (803) 
765-5373. 

Dated:  October  15,  1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

Small  Business  Administration. 

.  (PR  Doc.75-28138  Plied  10-17-75:8:46  am] 

HARTFORD  DISTR'CT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Hartford  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  pulfilc  meeting  at  10  am..  Wednes¬ 
day,  November  12,  1975,  at  the  Federal 
Building,  450  Main  Street.  Hartford. 
Connecticut,  to  discuss  such  business  as 
may  be  presented  by  members,  staff  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  and 
others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  Thomas 
E.  Higgins  at  the  above  address,  or  call 
(203)  244-2511. 

Dated:  October  14, 1975 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 
SnuM  Business  Administration. 
[PR  Doc.75-2813g  PUed  10-17-75:8:46  am] 

MONTPEUER  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Report  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  R^ulatory  Reports  Review  Staff. 
GAO.  on  October  14,  1975.  See  44  UB.C. 
3512  (c)  and  (d).  The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  lo- 
buest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequoicy  wHh 
which  the  information  is  mroposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  (m  the  proposed 
NRC  form  are  invited  from  all  intei^ted 
persons,  organizations,  public  interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amount  of  time  GAO  has 
to  review  the  proposed  form,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  received  (m  or 


Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy 
Small  Business  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.76-28186  FUed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 


ANCHORAGE  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNaL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Anchorage  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  9 :30  am.,  Mon¬ 
day.  November  24,  1975,  at  the  Small 
Business  Administratiem,  1016  West  6th 
Avenue,  Suite  200.  Anchorage.  Alaska  to 
discuss  such  business  as  may  be  presented 
by  members,  staff  of  the  &nall  Business 
Administration,  and  others  present. 

For  further  inf ormatkHi  write  Fraiik  D. 
Ck>x  at  the  above  address,  or  call  272-5561. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

Small  Business  Administration. 

(FR  Doe.75-28137  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


The  Small  Business  Administration 
Montpelier  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  11  am.,  Wed¬ 
nesday,  November  5,  1975,  at  the  Holi¬ 
day  Inn,  Waterbury,  Vermont,  to  discuss 
such  business  as  may  be  presented  by 
members,  staff  of  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration,  and  others  attending. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
David  C.  Emery.  P.O.  Box  605,  Mcmt- 
pelier,  Vermont  05602,  (802)  223-8422. 

Dated:  October  14. 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

Small  Business  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-28136  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  444-8] 

1975  MODEL  YEAR  VOLUNTARY  AUTOMO¬ 
BILE  FUEL  ECONOMY  LABELING  PRO¬ 
GRAM 

Conwetion  to  Usting  of  Specific  Label  Data 

On  August  26, 1975  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  published  a  listing  in 
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the  Federal  Register  of  vehicles  for 
which  specific  fuel  economy  labels  for 
1975  model  year  vehicles  had  been 
proved  (40  FR  37250).  Those  labels  had 
been  approved  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  1975  Model  Year  PEA/ 
EPA  Voluntary  Fuel  Economy  Labeling 
Program  for  automobiles  (39  FR  36890) . 


While  the  list  which  was  published  on 
August  26  was  thought  to  be  a  complete 
listing  of  1975  model  year  vehicles  for 
which  specific  labels  had  been  approved, 
it  has  since  come  to  our  attention  that 
the  vehicles  of  four  manufactiu%rs  were 
omitted  from  the  list.  Therefore,  to  pub¬ 


lish  the  specific  label  figures  for  those 
vdiicles,  this  notice  has  been  prepared. 
Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

Roger  Strelow, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Air 
and  Waste  Management,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 


Additional  fiscal  year  1976  specific  labels  which  need  to  be  added  to  '‘Federal  Register”  publication 


Disidaoe-  Carburetor  Transmts-  Weight  City  Highway  Date 

ment  (CID)  (barrels)  slon  Axle  ratio  Catalyst  (pounds)  (miles  per  (milee  per  approved 

gallon)  gallon) 


197S  50-STATK  SPECmc  LABELS 


4.7  . 

4.7  . 

4.1  . 

8.07  X 


5.64 

8.64 

8.64 

8.64 

4.9 

4.1 

8.S9 

3.89 


3.89 

3.89 


2,000 

28 

42 

Nov.  8,1974 

tooo 

28 

38 

Do. 

2,000 

23 

28 

Do. 

5,500 

9 

12 

Dec.  11,1974 

3,500 

13 

23 

Dec.  20,1974 

3,500 

14 

21 

Do. 

8,500 

13 

23 

Do. 

8,500 

14 

21 

Do. 

2,000 

28 

41 

‘Dec.  16,1974 

2,000 

24 

30 

Dec.  16,1974 

3,000 

22 

82 

Oct.  17,1974 

3,000 

"  21 

23 

Do. 

8,000 

21 

28 

Do. 

8,000 

21 

23 

Do. 

«  Revised  Apr.  18, 1975. 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  20610;  Pile  No.  BB-4842;  PCC 
76-1121] 

MID-STATE  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Memorandum  Olpinlon  and  Order 
Designating  Application  for  Hearing 

1.  On  March  3, 1972,  Mid-State  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  (Mid-State)  filed  an 
application  for  renewal  of  the  license  of 
radio  Station  WHLW,  Lakewood,  New 
Jersey.  The  principal  stockholders  and 
ofBcers  of  Mid-State  are  Melvyn  Lieber- 
man.  President;  Seymour  Abramson, 
Vice-President;  and  Del  Sharbutt,  Secre¬ 
tary-Treasurer.  A  petition  to  deny  the 
application  for  renewal  of  the  license  for 
radio  Station  WHLW,  Lakewood,  New 
Jersey,  was  filed  April  28,  1972,  by  John 
McAuliffe  and  Arthur  Reid.^  Lieberman, 
on  behalf  of  Mid-State,  filed  an  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  petition  to  deny  on  July  5, 
1972.  A  field  investigation  was  conducted 
at  Lstkewood,  Toms  River  and  Neptune, 
New  Jereey,  and  New  York,  New  York, 
from  June  27  through  July  7,  1972,  by 
investigators  in  the  Complaints  and 
Compliance  Division. 

Ownership  Reporting 

2.  Mid-State  filed  an  application  for  a 
construction  permit  with  the  Commis- 

>  By  letter  dated  June  11,  1976,  John  Mc- 
Aallffe  withdrew  his  name  from  the  petition 
to  deny. 


[PB  Doc.76-28068  Piled  10-17-76:8:46  am] 

simi,  Januaiy  18, 1966.  Since  Mid-State’s 
application  was  mutually  exclusive  with 
several  others,  it  was  consolidated  in  a 
comparative  hearing.  On  March  6,  1970, 
the  Commission  granted  Mid-State’s  ap¬ 
plication. 

Petitioners’  AlletatioAs 

3.  Petitioners  allege  that  in  1968,  while 
Mid-State  had  pending  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  an  application  for  construction 
permit  to  serve  the  community  of  Lake- 
wood,  New  Jersey,  representatives  of 
Mid-State  solicited  from  McAuliffe  “sub¬ 
stantial  contributions  of  capital,’’  stat¬ 
ing  that  he  would  become  a  principal 
stockholder  in  Mid-State,  through  suc¬ 
ceeding  to  the  interest  of  Dr.  Solomon 
Zinkin,  one  of  the  owners  listed  in  the 
pending  application.  Further,  petitioner 
McAuliffe  states  he  obtained  letters  of 
credit  from  a  bank  in  favor  of  Mid-State 
at  the  request  of  Lieberman,  as  additional 
consideration  for  McAuliffe’s  becoming 
a  stockholder. 

4.  The  petitioners  charge  that  Lieber¬ 
man,  “with  an  intent  to  deceive  and 
wrongfully  infiuence  the  Commission, 
knowingly  and  wilfully,  made  false  state¬ 
ments  of  ownership,  neglected  and  re¬ 
fused  to  amend  the  said  application  so  as 
to  reveal  and  disclose  to  the  Commission 
the  ownership  interest  of  the  petitioner, 
alleging  as  the  reason  therefor,  a  de¬ 
sire  to  preserve  an  impression  of  com¬ 
plete  local  ownership.’’  McAuUffe  says  he 
was  told  subsequently  by  Lieberman  that 
an  attorney  for  a  contending  applicant 


Was  inquiring  into  McAuliffe’s  interest 
in  Mid-State,  and  Lieberman  asked  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  to  falsely  swear  that  he  never 
had  an  interest  in  Mid-State,  but  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  refused.  McAuliffe  then  demand¬ 
ed  the  return  of  his  capital  (xmtribu- 
tion — ^the  amount  of  which  is  not  set  out 
in  the  petition — ^but  Lieberman  and 
Abramson  refused. 

Licensee’s  Reply 

5.  In  an  opposition  filed  by  Lieberman, 
Mid-State  said  that  Sharhutt,  Abram¬ 
son  and  Lieberman  requested  that  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  lend  money  or  guarantee  a  bank 
letter  of  credit  to  replace  the  credit  that 
Dr.  Zinkin  had  guaranteed  prior  to  his 
withdrawal  of  ownership  in  Mid-State. 
Mid-State  explains  further:  “However, 
Mid-State  was  not  disposed  to  grant  him 
any  equity  in  the  corporation  by  virtue 
of  his  making  this  commitment.  It  was^ 
further  stated,  however,  that  after  a 
grant,  Mr.  McAuliffe  was  free  to  bring 
the  subject  up  again  and  the  circum¬ 
stances  surroimding  a  possible  participa¬ 
tion  in  ownership  would  then  be  re¬ 
viewed.’’  A  $100,000.00  bank  letter  was 
obtained  by  McAuliffe  and  sent  to  Lie- 
berman  along  with  a  letter  stating  that 
he  was  making  the  guarantee  solely  on 
the  basis  of  his  friendship  with  Sharbutt. 
Later  a  new  bank  letter  for  $150,000  was 
obtained  and  filed  with  the  Commission 
along  with  another  letter  from  McAuliffe 
stating  that  he  was  “doing  this  solely  due 
to  his  friendship  with  Mr.  Sharbutt.’’ 
Concurrently,  Sharbutt  obtained  from 
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McAuliffe  $1,300  and  gave  Mid-State  his 
personal  check  for  $1,300  in  order  to  re¬ 
pay  Dr.  Zinkln  for  his  investment  upon 
his  withdrawal.  Again,  there  was  no  un¬ 
derstanding  that  Mr.  McAuliffe  was  to 
become  an  officer  or  stockholder  of  the 
corporation.  Altogether,  Sharbutt  ob¬ 
tained  from  McAuliffe  funds  totaling  $4,- 
800  without  any  promise  or  guarantee  by 
Abramson  or  Lleberman  that  McAuliffe 
would  become  a  participant  in  Mid- 
State’s  ownership. 

6.  Between  January,  1968  and  March, 
1969,  Lleberman  discussed  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Auliffe’s  attorney,  Morris  Friedman,  “the 
nature  of  the  McAuliffe  guarantee.”  At 
that  time,  Lleberman  emphasized  to 
Friedman  that  there  was  no  imderstand- 
Ing  with  McAuliffe  concerning  owner¬ 
ship,  that  possible  ownership  might  pos¬ 
sibly  be  di^ussed  in  the  future,  but  there 
were  no  present  understandings  by  virtue 
of  McAuliffe’s  guarantees  or  cash  ad¬ 
vances. 

7.  On  May  18,  1969,  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  Inquired  into  possible  agre^nents 
between  McAuliffe  and  Mid-State  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  loan  guarantee.  In  response 
to  that  inquiry,  McAuliffe  was  asked  to 
sign  an  affidivit  denying  the  promise  of 
any  ownership  interest.  But  he  declined, . 
saying  that  it  was  his  understanding 
that  he  was  to  have  an  ownership  inter¬ 
est  Ueberman  allies  that  this  is  con¬ 
trary  to  the  views  expressed  to  McAuliffe 

himself  and  Abramson;  therefore, 
Mid-State  “determined  to-  withdraw  the 
commitment  of  Mr.  McAuliffe  from  the 
application.”  An  amendment  to  this  ef- 
fe(^  and  the  bank  letters  guaranteed  by 
McAuliffe  were  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Friedman  demanded  the  return  of 
McAuliffe’s  $4,800  advance  through 
Sharbutt  to  Mid-State  but  the  corpora¬ 
tion  was  unable  to  pay  this  demand,  and 
Sharbutt  persuaded  McAuliffe  to  with¬ 
draw  his  demand,  which  McAuliffe  did 
until  after  the  license  grant.  WHLW 
commenced  operation  in  November,  1970, 
and  additional  financing  was  requested 
of  Sharbutt  who  refused  and  suggested 
that  others  should  be  enlisted  for  own¬ 
ership  positions,  citing  McAuliffe  as  a 
possible  owner.  McAuliffe  was  sub¬ 
sequently  asked  to  purchase  a  sizable 
amoimt  of  stock,  which  he  refused  to 
do.  He  demanded  the  return  of  his  $4,- 
800.00,  to  which  Lleberman  responded 
that  he  could  be  paid  In  cash  or  stock. 
McAuliffe  chose  to  receive  stock  and  was 
Issued  350  shares  to  himself  and  150 
shares  to  his  wife,  which  was  reported 
on  Form  323,  filed  May  4,  1971.  Both 
remain  stockholders. 

F.C.C.  Investigation 

8.  Commission  Investigators  took  a 
statement  of  McAuliffe  on  June  28, 1972. 
McAuliffe  stated  that  he  was  approached 
by  Sharbutt  in  the  fall  of  1967  about 
his  becoming  a  one-fourth  partner  In 
Mid-State,  through  his  purchase  of  the 
Zinkln  interest,  which  was  later  verified 
by  a  letter  from  Sharbutt  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  16,  1968.  This  letter  cmifirms  the 
receipt  of  McAidiffe’s  check  for  $2,300.00 
and  asserts  that  the  purpose  of  this  pay- 


NOTICES 

ment  is  to  “buy  out”  the  interest  of  Dr. 
Solomon  Zinkln  “*  •  *  in  a  project  to 
attempt  to  secure  from  the  FCC  a  fran¬ 
chise  to  build  a  five'  kw  radio  station 
in  Lakewood.”  The  $2,300.00  contribution 
is  broken  down  into  $1,300.00  original 
investment  repayment  to  Zinkin  and 
$1,000.00  to  meet  calls  for  capital  which 
Zinkin  had  refused  to  meet,  and  which 
Abramson,  Lleberman  and  Sharbutt  had 
met.  Next  Sharbutt  expressed  the  un¬ 
derstanding  that  McAuliffe  was  to  re¬ 
place  Zinkin  in  his  obligation  to  piu*- 
chase  ten  shares  of  common  stock  for 
$10,000.00  upon  F.C.C.  approval  of  the 
application  and  “be  a  full  partner  in 
Mid-State  Broadcasting  Company,  with 
Sharbutt,  Lleberman  and  Abramson.” 
’The  letter  further  specifies  that  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  has  agreed  to  guarantee  a  letter 
of  bank  credit  for  $85,000.00  and  con¬ 
cludes  that  it  “constitutes  an  understand¬ 
ing  between  you  and  m3rself  as  treasurer 
of  Mid-State  Broadcasting  Company.” 
McAuliffe  provided  his  personal  check  to 
Del  Sharbutt  in  the  amoimt  of  $2,300.00 
and  dated  January  11,  1968.  His  state¬ 
ment  alleges  that  Lleberman  and 
Abramson  asked  him  to  make  his  checks 
payable  to  Sharbutt  rather  than  to  Mid- 
State.  In  retrospect,  this  request  was 
intended  to  prevent  McAuliffe  from  tak¬ 
ing  an  active  part  of  the  operation  and 
management  of  Mid-State,  according  to 
McAuliffe’s  statement. 

9.  On  March  4,  1968,  Sharbutt  re¬ 
sponded  to  Friedman’s  inquiries  concern¬ 
ing  whether  McAuliffe  was  the  only 
guarantor  of  the  $100,000.00,  whether 
McAuliffe  would  receive  a  25  percent  in¬ 
terest  in  the  business,  and  whether  and 
in  what  amounts  McAuliffe  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  additional  contributions 
of  capital.  Sharbutt  warned  that  Mc¬ 
Auliffe’s  investment  entailed  great  risk 
of  capital  loss.  He  stated  that  each  of 
the  original  investors  had  obligated 
themselves  to  a  $10,000  investment,  with 
Zinkln  agreeing  to  guarantee  a  $75,000 
bank  letter  of  credit  for  one  year  of  op¬ 
erating  costs.  Zinkin  had  met  each  capi¬ 
tal  call  until  his  investment  reached 
$1,300,  and  then  he  refused  to  make  fur¬ 
ther  contributions  while  the  other  three 
investors’  capital  investment  reached 
$2,300  each.  Finally,  Zinkin  requested  the 
return  of  his  $1,300  investment.  When 
he  learned  that  McAuliffe  was  interested 
in  an  investment,  Sharbutt  states  that 
without  asking  Lleberman  and  Abram¬ 
son,  he  asked  McAuliffe  to  “take  Dr.  Zin- 
kln’s  place.”  McAuliffe  then  met  with 
Lleberman  and  Abramson,  and  he  later 
sent  Sharbutt  a  check  for  $2,300,  “which 
broueffit  all  four  partners  even.”  The 
$100,000  bank  letter  of  credit  was  never 
to  be  drawn  down  in  the  form  of  a  loan 
but  was  merely  to  be  presented  to  the 
Commission.  Sharbutt  explains  to  Fried¬ 
man  that  McAuliffe  was  being  asked  to 
take  Zlnkln’s  place  in  guaranteeing  the 
bank  loan  “since  Jack  [referring  to  Mc- 
Auliffel  was  taking  over  his  interest.” 
Once  the  license  is  granted,  Sharbutt 
stated,  “it  will  be  very  valuable  and  no 
guarantee  by  McAuliffe  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  Mid-State  to  get  a  loan.”  In 
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answer  to  Friedman’s  question  concern¬ 
ing  who  would  be  the  guarantors  of  the 
loan,  Sharbutt  replied,  “the  three  other 
partners”  would  also  be  liable. 

10.  Six  months  later,  McAuliffe’s 
June  28,  1972,  statement  continues,  Lie- 
berman  told  him  that  a  competing  appli¬ 
cant  had  discovered  that  McAuliffe  was 
listed  as  an  owner,  and  Lieberman  asked 
McAuliffe  to  sign  a  disclaimer  of  any 
ownership  interest.  McAuliffe  claims  that 
this  action  Indicated  to  him  that  his 
name  had  been  omitted  in  Commission 
filings  causing  him  to  request  that  Fried¬ 
man  convey  to  Mid-State  counsel  Sam 
Miller,  McAuliffe’s  request  for  the  return 
of  his  investment — now  $4,800.00.  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  provided  a  Miller  letter  of  June  13, 
1969,  to  Friedman,  which  enclosed  a 
June  10,  1969  amendment  to  the  sq)pli- 
cation  withdrawing  the  proposed  bank 
commitment  guaranteed  by  McAuliffe. 
McAuliffe  also  gave  our  investigators  a 
copy  of  the  supplement  to  petition  to 
amend,  dated  June  10,  1969,  in  which 
Mid-State  sought  to  substitute  a 
$150,000.00  loan  commitment  from  Miller 
and  his  wife  for  the  bank  letter  guaran¬ 
teed  by  McAuliffe. 

11.  A  February  1, 1968  letter  from  Lle¬ 
berman.  to  McAuliffe  was  given  to  inves¬ 
tigators  by  McAuliffe,  requesting  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  to  sign  a  letter  stating  that  he 
had  no  interest — current  or  proposed — 
in  ownership  of  Mid-State.  The  final 
paragraph  of  the  letter  proposed  by  Lie¬ 
berman  reads: 

So  as  to  avoid  any  question,  this  Is  to  state 
that  I  have  no  ownership  Interest,  nor  have 
I  been  promised  any  such  Interest  In  Mid- 
State  Broadcasting  Company  as  an  Induce¬ 
ment  for  this  letter,  or  for  any  other  pur¬ 
pose.  As  stated  above,  my  guarantee  la  based 
upon  my  long  time  friendship  with  Mr. 
Sharbutt. 

McAuliffe  claims  that  he  refused  to  sign 
the  letter  containing  the  above-quoted 
paragraph  and  later  signed  one  omitting 
that  statement.  The  relevant  paragraph 
of  the  letter  which  McAuliffe  signed  and 
which  was  filed  with  the  application 
reads  as  follows: 

As  you  know.  I  have  been  a  long  time 
friend  of  Del  Sharbutt,  who  Is  one  of  the 
principals  In  the  application  for  a  radio 
station  in  Lakewood,  New  Jersey.  As  a  per¬ 
sonal  favor,  I  am  willing  to  guarantee  the 
note  as  required  by  the  bank,  and  to  be  of 
assistance  to  him  and  his  associates  In  se¬ 
curing  a  grant. 

12.  At  the  request  of  F.C.C.  investiga¬ 
tors,  Del  Sharbutt  sent  a  letter  to  the 
Chief  of  the  Complaints  and  Compliance 
Division  containing  his  recollection  of 
the  events  surrounding  the  involvement 
of  McAuliffe  in  Mid-State.  Sharbutt 
states  that  Lieberman  called  McAuliffe 
and  told  him  to  send  bis  initial  check 
for  $2,300  and  subsequent  checks  to 
Sharbutt  in  New  York.  Lleberman  then 
called  Siaihutt  to  say  that  McAuliffe’s 
check  would  be  made  out  to  Sharbutt  and 
Instructed  Sharbutt  to  send  his  own  per¬ 
sonal  check  to  Mid-State  including  Mc¬ 
Auliffe’s  pasnnent.  Although  Sharbutt 
served  as  treasurer  of  the  company  and 
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his  home  was  in  New  York  City,  Mid- 
State’s  bank  account  was  in  Lakewood, 
New  Jersey.  When  Sharbutt  Questioned 
Lieberman  concerning  this  method  of  re¬ 
ceiving  McAulifle’s  pa3unent.  Lieberman 
replied  this  would  make  “for  simpler 
bookkeeping  for  the  time  being.”  Lieber¬ 
man  allegedly  told  Sharbutt  that  Mc- 
Auliffe’s  name  was  not  on  ihe  applica¬ 
tion  form  because  his  residence  was  out¬ 
side  Lakewood,  and  this  would  harm 
their  chances  for  the  Commission  to 
award  them  the  license.  Following  the 
grant  of  the  construction  permit,  Shar¬ 
butt  states  that  Lieberman  gave  Mc- 
Auliffe  $5,000  worth  of  stock  in  Mid- 
State  and  told  Sharbutt  that  he  con¬ 
sidered  the  matter  closed. 

13.  Sharbutt  gave  our  investigators 

copies  of  his  personal  checks  in  the 
amoimts  of  $1,300,  $500  and  $500,  dated 
January  15,  1968,  February  28,  1968  and 
March  7,  1968,  respectiveh^.  These 

checks  were  made  out  to  Mid-State 
Broadcasting  Company  and  were 
marked  either  “Reimbursement  to  Dr. 
Zinkln  for  pre-construction  permit  ex¬ 
penses  for  radio  station  in  Lakewood, 
New  Jersey.  (McAuliffe).”  or  “McAu- 
liffe.” 

14.  Om*  investigators  also  obtained 
copies  of  the  minutes  of  two  meetings 
of  the  Mid-State  Board  of  Directors.  The 
first  was  held  on  June  30,  1970  and  its 
minutes  note  an  indebtedness  “due  to 
Mr.  Sharbutt  in  the  amount  of  $4,800 
should  be  secured  by  a  note  bearing  in¬ 
terest  from  March  10,  1969  with  interest 
at  eight  percent.”  March  10,  1969,  was 
the  date  of  the  final  contribution  from 
McAuliffe  to  Sharbutt,  which  raised  his 
total  of  contributed  capital  to  $4,800. 
Sharbutt  maintains  that  this  notation 
in  the  minutes  was  intended  as  a  sub¬ 
terfuge  to  keep  McAuliffe’s  name  out  of 
Mid-State’s  records  before  ttie  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  other  board  meeting  was  held 
March  28,  1971. 

15.  A  joint  statement  by  Lieberman 
and  Abramson  was  offered  on  August  22, 
1972,  stating  their  belief  that  in  past 
business  dealings  with  Sharbutt  and 
McAuliffe,  money  had  transferred  back 
and  forth  between  them.  They  further 
deny  that  they  were  ever  given  any  indi¬ 
cation  that  money  received  from  Shar¬ 
butt  had  come  from  McAuliffe.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  this  position,  they  allege  that 
Sharbutt  never  indicated  the  source  of 
any  of  the  fimds  which  he  gave  to  Mid- 
State  nor  did  he  ever  disclose  any  ar¬ 
rangements  with  McAuliffe  concerning 
payment  of  funds  or  use  of  the  funds 
which  were  obtained  from  McAuliffe  or 
others.  Sharbutt  was  not  asked  nor  did 
he  volunteer  the  source  of  funds  trans¬ 
mitted  to  Mid-State,  according  to  Lie¬ 
berman  and  Abramson.  Additionally, 
they  mn.<ntAin  that  Sharbutt  laM^ed  the 
authority  from  the  corporation  to  acc^t 
stock  certificates  or  substitute  stock¬ 
holders.  Lieberman  and  Abramson  con¬ 
clude  that  there  was  never  an  agree¬ 
ment  by  Mid-State,  expressed  or  implied, 
whereby  McAuliffe  would  become  a  stock 
subscriber,  prior  to  “the  circumstances" 
which  led  to  the  Issuance  of  500  shares 


of  stock  to  him  and  to  his  wife.  They 
emphasize  that  their  discussions  con¬ 
cerning  McAuliffe  made  clear  that  they 
would  consider  his  participation  only 
after  the  grant,  if  at  idl,  but  no  commit¬ 
ments  were  made. 

Conclusion — Ownership  Reporting 

16.  Section  1.613(b)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  requires  that  licensees  or 
permittees  file  with  the  Commission  any 
contracts  relating  to  present  or  future 
ownership  or  control,  to  include  oral 
agreements  which  must  be  reduc^ed  to 
writing,  or  any  changes  in  ownership  or 
control.  Where  such  changes  occur 
through  the  issuance  of  new  stock, 

§  1.615(c)  (3)  (il)  mandates  the  filing  of 
Form  323,  ownership  reports,  within 
thirty  (30)  days  of  the  change.  Although 
Mid-State’s  opposition  claims  that  Mc¬ 
Auliffe’s  stock  interest  was  reported  to 
the  Commission  in  an  ownership  report 
filed  December  10,  1970,  our  records  in¬ 
dicate  that  no  such  report  was  filed  on 
that  date.  A  supplemental  report  was 
filed  on  May  1,  1971,  following  the  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1971,  grant  of  Mid-State’s 
license,  which  cxintsdned  the  first  notice 
to  the  Commission  of  Mc^uliffe’s  stock 
interest  and  stated  that  this  stock  had 
been  issued  on  December  10, 1970.  While 
confusion  between  the  filing  and  issu¬ 
ance  dates  might  account  for  the  li¬ 
censee’s  error,  there  remains  an  appar¬ 
ent  violation  of  S  1.615(c)  (3)  (ii)  through 
Mid-State’s  failure  to  file  within  thirty 
days  an  ownership  report  of  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  McAuliffe’s  stoc^. 

17.  Regarding  the  representations  of 
ownership  of  WHLW,  petitioners  charge 
licensee,  specifically  Lieberman,  with  “an 
int^t  to  deceive  and  wron^ully  in- 
fiuence”  the  Commission  in  the  matter  of 
ownership  reporting  (para.  4)  and  with 
solicitation  of  one  of  the  aggrieved,  Mc¬ 
Auliffe,  to  declare  to  the  Commission  that 
he  did  not  hold,  and  had  not  been  prom¬ 
ised,  any  ownership  interest  in  Mid-State 
Broadcasting  Company  (para.  11) .  Addl- 
tionalhr,  there  is  uncontradicted  evidence 
that  Mid-State’s  treasurer,  Sharbutt, 
acted  without  consulting  his  fellow  prin¬ 
cipals,  Lieberman  and  Abramson,  before 
soliciting  from  McAuliffe  the  $2,300  in 
cash  (later  rising  to  $4,800)  thai^  accord¬ 
ing  to  Sharbutt,  was  to  enable  McAuliffe 
to  replace  Zinkin,  an  original  subscriber, 
(para.  9) .  Lieberman  and  Abramson  met 
with  McAuliffe  and  Sharbutt  after  Shar- 
butt’s  initial  solicitation  of  McAuliffe, 
but  the  understanding  reached  at  that 
meeting  is  disputed.  John  McAuliffe  tn- 
dlcates  that  he  understood  he  was  pur- 
c.harfng  zinkln’s  Interest  in  the  corpora¬ 
tion. 

18.  In  a  letter  signed  by  McAuliffe,  and 
which  was  filed  with  Mid-State’s  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  construction  permit,  Sharbutt 
is  referred  to  as  “one  the  principals” 
and  further  mentioned  as  “him  and  his 
associates”  in  the  third  person.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  letter  was  to  indicate  that 
McAuliffe’s  guarantee  of  a  bank  letter  of 
credit  to  Mid-State  (initially  $100,000, 
later  $150,000)  had  been  tendered  as  “a 
personal  favor”  to  a  “kmi  time  friend,” 


Del  Sharbutt.  (para.  11).  Yet  McAuliffe, 
in  a  statement  to  Commission  investiga¬ 
tors  some  four  years  later,  indicates  his 
belief  that  by  the  time  he  signed  this 
letter  he  had  purchased  a  one-quarter 
interest  4n  Station  WHLW. 

19.  Petitioners  claim  that  McAuliffe’s 
purchase  of  a  present  interest  in  the 
WHLW  application  was  understood  by 
aU,  but  that  Lieberman  and  Abramson 
engaged  in  the  following  subterfuges  to 
hide  McAuliffe’s  participation:  arrang¬ 
ing  for  a  two-step  payment  from  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  to  Sharbutt  and  Sharbutt  to  Mid- 
State  (pars.  5  and  8) ;  soliciting  from  Mc¬ 
Auliffe,  unsuccessfully,  a  complete  denial 
of  any  present  or  future  interest  (para. 
11) ;  and  characterizing  the  eventual 
$4,800  in  cash  contributions  from  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  as  a  debt  “due  to  Sharbutt.” 
While  petitioners  infer  from  these  facts 
subterfuge  and  deceit  on  the  part  of 
Lieberman  and  Abramson,  the  same  facts 
support  licensee’s  explanation  that  Mc¬ 
Auliffe  as  yet  had  no  interest  in  the 
WHLW  application,  and  would  not  be 
considered  for  participation  in  the  sta¬ 
tion  until  aft^  the  grant,  if  at  all.  More 
tellingly,  McAuliffe’s  own  letter  concern¬ 
ing  the  guarantee  of  the  bank  letter  of 
credit  tends  to  support  that  ^planation, 
as  does  the  ev^tual  issuance  to  Mc¬ 
Auliffe,  after  grant  of  operating  author¬ 
ity  to  WHLW,  of  stock  valued  at  some 
$5,000. 

20.  As  noted  above,  we  are  presented 
with  two  conflicting  Interpretations  of 
the  participation  of  John  McAuliffe  in 
the  ownership  of  WHLW.  These  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact  are  material  to  the  license 
renewal  of  WHLW,  due  to  possible  mis¬ 
representations  of  fact  by  the  licensee 
ccmcemlng  the  events  prior  to  the  initial 
license  grant. 

21.  Accordingly,  we  cannot  make  the 
required  finding  that  a  grant  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  license  renewal  application  would 
be  in  the  public  Interest  and  will  there¬ 
fore  institiite  an  administrative  hearing 
to  inquire  into  the  substantial  and  ma¬ 
terial  questions  of  fact  regarding  the 
ownership  of  WHLW  and  the  licensee’s 
representations  to  the  Commission  con¬ 
cerning  said  ownership. 

Sharbutt’s  Responsibility 
petitioners’  allegations 

22.  McAuliffe  and  Reid  maintain  that 
the  licensee  misled  the  Commission  by 
representing  in  the  construction  permit 
application  that  Sharbutt,  using  his 
thhiy-pluB  years  of  broadcast  experience, 
would  serve  as  general  manager  and  en¬ 
gage  actively  in  station  programing  and 
advertising.  They  charge  that  Lieberman 
and  Abramson  did  not  Intend  for  Shar¬ 
butt  to  exercise  either  administrative  or 
supervisory  control,  and  further,  that 
within  three  months  of  beginning  oper¬ 
ation  of  WHLW,  Sharbutt  was  divested 
of  all  authority  and  control,  which  was 
shifted  to  Lieberman  and  Abramson. 

licensee’s  reply 

23.  Mid-State  claims  that  in  the  sum¬ 
mer  of  1970  It  became  apparent  that 
Siarbutt  either  did  not  Intend,  or  lacked 
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the  capacity,  to  fiilfill  his  commitment 
of  working  forty  hours  per  week  at  the 
station.  The  licensee  states  that  only 
one  afternoon  per  week  was  devoted  to 
station  affairs  by  ESharbutt,  and  that  his 
absence  was  felt  during  the  balance  of 
the  wedic  since  the  station  was  con¬ 
structed  and  became  operational.  An  ex¬ 
ample  of  Sharbutt’s  inal^ty  or  unwill¬ 
ingness  to  assist  in  managing  the  station, 
according  to  the  licensee,  was  his  lack 
of  specificity  in  suggesting  methods  of 
satisfying  the  corporation’s  critical  need 
for  operating  funds.  Mid-State  charges 
that  Sharbutt’s  role  had  to  be  “rear¬ 
ranged”  because  of  evidence  that  he  lacks 
administrative  and  supervisory  expertise. 

SHARBUTT  LETTER  OF  JULY  3,  1972 

24.  Sharbutt  rebuts  the  licensee’s 
argument  that  he  was  unwilling  or  im- 
able  to  suggest  means  of  obtaining  sta¬ 
tion  operating  funds  by  stating  that  he 
suggested  stdiciting  contributions  of  cap¬ 
ital  from  new  Investors,  citing  two  pro¬ 
spective  “partners”  who  had  contacted 
him  as  possible  sources  of  funds,  but  he 
alleges  that  Abramson  refused  to  “allow 
his  owner^iip  to  be  diluted.”  On  one 
occasion  described  by  Sharbutt,  he 
brought  a  group  of  potentisd  investors 
to  discuss  with  Abramson  and  Ldeberman 
a  capital  contribution,  but  they  “brushed 
the  group  off.”  Sharbutt  concluded  that 
his  association  with  Mid-State  was  no 
longer  desired  by  Lieberman  and  Abram¬ 
son  and  offered  to  either  allow  them  to 
buy  out  his  Interest  or  to  bring  in  others 
who  would  buy  theirs.  Lieberman  and 
Abramson  refused  to  sell,  and  at  first 
mentioned  bvudng  Sharbutt’s  interest, 
but  later  threatened  to  “freeze”  him  out 
of  ownership,  which  led  to  his  locating 
a  buyer  for  his  Interest  who  was  not 
acceptable  to  Abramson,  according  to 
Sharbutt,  which  resulted  in  his  bringing 
court  action  against  them. 

CONCLUSION — SHARBUn’S  RESPONSIBILITY 

25.  No  material  and  substantive  ques¬ 
tion  of  fact,  has  been  raised  concerning 
the  intentions  of  Mid-State  in  reporting 
in  its  construction  permit  application 
that  Sharbutt  was  to  control  the  super¬ 
vision  and  adminlstraticm  of  the  station. 
Petitioners’  allegations  that  the  licensee 
Intended  to  mislead  the  Commission  are 
wholly  unsupported  by  any  sworn  state¬ 
ment  setting  out  specific  examples  within 
their  own  knowledge  of  such  intentions 
during  the  pendency  of  the  application, 
apart  from  their  general  conclusion  after 
the  grant  of  the  license  that  such  inten¬ 
tions  existed. 

Preferential  ’Treatment  of  Candidates 

PETITIONERS’  ALLEGATIONS 

26.  Petitioners  allege  the  violation  of 
§  73.120  (b) ,  (c)  and  (d)  of  the  rules  by 
Mid-State.  McAullffe  and  Reid  contend 
that  lieberman  and  Abramson  prevented 
the  broadcast  of  news  releases  distributed 
to  the  station  by  a  candidate  for  the  state 
legislature.  Later,  they  charge,  after 
WHLW  employees  arranged  for  distri¬ 
bution  of  these  releases  directly  to  the 
news  staff,  Lieberman  and  Abramson 


to<^  steps  to  learn  the  contents  of  these 
releases  and  disclose  the  contents  to  an 
opposing  candidate  so  that  rebuttals 
could  be  prepared  before  the  releases 
were  broadcast.  Additionally,  according 
to  the  petitioners,  Lieberman  and 
Abramson  allowed  onr  candidate  to  hear 
campaign  commercials  supplied  by  an 
opposing  candidate,  who  had  paid  to 
have  WHLW  broadcast  them,  and  to  use 
the  station  facilities  to  tape  record  re¬ 
buttals  which  were  broadcast  sometimes 
prior  to  the  commercials.  These  actions 
violated  {73.120  (b),  (c)  and  (d)  of  the 
rules,  in  the  opinion  of  McAullffe  and 
Reid. 

licensee’s  reply 

27.  Mid-State  denies  the  claims  of 
petiticmers  that  Lieberman  and  Abram¬ 
son  either  intercepted  news  releases  from 
a  candidate  for  the  state  legislature  to 
prevent  their  being  broadcast  or  divulged 
the  contents  of  political  commercials  by 
one  candidate  to  an  opponent,  allowing 
use  of  station  facilities  to  record  rebut¬ 
tals  for  broadcast  prior  to  the  airing  of 
the  commercials.  The  licensee  states  that 
a  receptionist,  not  Lieberman  or  Abram¬ 
son,  receives  the  mail  as  delivered  and 
dlsMbutes  it  within  the  station.  Thus, 
if  a  letter  is  directed  to  the  news  depart¬ 
ment,  it  would  not  be  seen  by  Lieberman 
or  Abramson.  Mid-State  offers  an  affida¬ 
vit  by  John  F.  Russo,  who  identifies  him¬ 
self  as  the  candidate  alleged  by  petition- 
ers  to  have  been  favored  by  Station 
WHLW  in  his  campaign  for  the  state 
legislature.  Russo  also  denies  that  his 
opponent’s  news  rele^es  were  divulged 
to  him  prior  to  their  being  broadcast  and  . 
that  he  reviewed  his  opponent’s  commer¬ 
cials  and  recorded  rebuttals  before  the 
commercials  were  aired.  Russo  admits  he 
requested,  and  was  allowed,  to  hear  com¬ 
mercials  alter  they  were  broadcast  on 
local  stations.  Including  WHLW,  but  re¬ 
affirms  that  he  never  heard  a  commer¬ 
cial  prior  to  broadcast. 

COMPLAINTS  AND  COMPLIANCE  DIVISION’S 
INVESTIGATION 

28.  Statement  of  Lieberman  and 
Abramson — Ceemel  Company  is  a  part¬ 
nership  of  Lieberman  and  Abramson 
which  produced  political  radio  announce¬ 
ments  for  Russo,  who  paid  $295.00  lor 
the  service.  Jack  Tracksler,  a  WHLW  em¬ 
ployee,  was  hired  by  Ceemel  to  direct  the 
production,  and  he  employed  and  super¬ 
vised  two  additional  employees  in  the 
project,  Ceemel  used  WHLW  equipment 
in  producing  the  announcement  without 
payment  to  the  licensee  for  two  reasons: 
the  utilization  of  the  facilities  involved 
was  incidental,  and  the  licensee  used  per¬ 
sonal  equipment  of  Lieberman  and 
Abramson  without  compensation. 

29.  Licensee’s  Employees’  Statement — 
Five  employees  of  Mid-State — ^Tracksler; 
Arthm  Reid,  a  petitioner  herein;  Robert 
Dowd;  John  Calure  and  Richard  David- 
scm — gave  signed  statements  to  Commis¬ 
sion  investigators.  Each  claims  to  have 
witnessed  Lieberman  or  Abramson,  or 
both,  playing  tape  recordings  of  the  polit¬ 
ical  announcements  of  John  Brown,  a 


candidate  for  the  state  legislature,  for 
Russo,  his  opponent,  prior  to  the  airing  of 
these  tapes.  ’They  maintain  that  Russo 
prepared  rebuttal  annoimcements,  using 
WHLW  facilities,  from  the  Information 
on  Brovm’s  tapes  disclosed  to  him  in  this 
manner.  Additionally,  Dowd  cites  two  in¬ 
stances  in  which,  after  recorcUng  Brown’s 
announcements  by  tel^hone,  he  would 
call  Russo  upon  lieberman’s  instruc¬ 
tions,  and  play  the  tapes  for  Russo  to 
review  before  they  were  broadcast. 
Tracksler  alleges  that  after  Lieberman 
and  Abramson  played  Brown’s  ti4>es  for 
Russo  prior  to  broadcast,  he  wrote  the 
rebuttal  for  Russo  to  tape  record  for 
broadcast  on  WHLW.  Tracksler  also 
states  that  he  once  conveyed  one  of 
Brown’s  announcements  to  Russo  by 
telephone,  following  Lieberman’s  in¬ 
structions. 

CONCLUSION — PREFERENTIAL  TREATMENT  OF 
CANDIDATES 

30.  We  must  question  the  licensee’s 
principals’  practice  of  actively  partici¬ 
pating  on  one  side  of  a  political  cam¬ 
paign  through  the  establishment  of  a 
business  entity  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
ducing  announcements  for  one  candi¬ 
date.  In  Ubiquitous  Corp.,  51  PCC  2d  780 
(1975),  we  stated  our  belief  that  it  was 
Indiscreet  for  a  licensee  to  permit  an  em¬ 
ployee  to  produce  a  political  commercial 
usi^  the  station’s  facilities  which  gave 
rise  to  a  suspicion  of  bias,  and  we  criti¬ 
cized  the  licensee  “for  not  recognizing 
that — ^like  Caesar’s  wife — ^he  must  remain 
above  suspicion.”  Id.  at  800.  In  the  in¬ 
stant  case,  the  Indlscreticms  exceed  in 
gravity  those  noted  in  Ubiquitous,  supra. 
because  the  licensee’s  principals  are  di¬ 
rectly  involved  by  creating  a  company 
and  hiring  a  station  employee  to  staff  it 
with  additional  station  employees.  ’These 
errors  of  Judgment  led  to  the  appearance 
of  Involvement  on  <me  side  of  a  political 
contest.  We  must  fault  even  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  using  a  license  invested  with  the 
public  interest  for  fmtherance  of  the 
private  concerns  of  the  licensee’s  princi¬ 
pals,  which  would  be  antithetical  to  the 
scheme  of  the  Communications  Act  and 
the  munerous  decisions  interpreting  it. 

31.  Section  73.120(c)  (2)  of  our  rules 
provides: 

In  making  time  available  to  candidates  .for 
public  office  no  Ucensee  shall  make  any  dis¬ 
criminations  between  candidates  in  charges, 
practices,  regulations,  facilities,  or  serv¬ 
ices  *  •  *,  or  make  or  give  any  preference  to 
any  candidate  for  public  office  m  subject  any 
such  candidate  to  any  prejudice  or  disad¬ 
vantage;  •  •  • 

From  the  evidence  obtained  in  the  in- 
vestigaticm  it  f^pears  that  the  principals 
of  WHLW  may  have  violated  {  73.120(c) 
(2)  by  giving  preferential  treatment  to 
the  Dffinocratlc  candidate  for  State  Sen¬ 
ate  in  Ocean  County  and  thereby  sub¬ 
jecting  the  Republican  candidate  for  the 
same  office  to  prejudice  and  dlsadvan- 
tage.  Jack  Tracksler,  former  WHLW 
chief  announcer,  stated  that  Liebennan 
and  Abramson  disclosed  the  Informatton 
as  alleged.  Tracksler  stated  that  he  warn 
present  when  Lieberman  and  Abramsoii 
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telephoned  the  Democratic  candidate 
anri  played  for  him  the  opponent’s  an¬ 
nouncements  prior  to  their  broadcast. 
Three  other  former  employees  corrobo¬ 
rated  Tracksler's  statement.  This  evi¬ 
dence  reveals  that  Lieberman  and  Ab¬ 
ramson  may  have  engaged  In  the  con¬ 
duct  complained  of  in  the  petition  to 
deny;  that  is,  they  delayed  the  broadcast 
of  political  advertisements  of  the  Repub¬ 
lican  candidate  and  made  them  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Democratic  candidate  prior 
to  broadcast  thus  enabling  the  opposing 
candidate  to  prepare  immediate  rebuttal 
statements.  In  WANV,  Inc..  PCC  75-533, 
released  May  23,  1976,  we  held  that  Sec¬ 
tion  73.120(c)  (2)  had  been  violated 
when,  with  only  four  days  remaining  in 
the  campaign,  one  candidate  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  preidew  the  other’s  reply  to  a 
station  editorial  in  order  to  prepare  a 
rebuttal  for  broadcast  immediate  fol¬ 
lowing  the  reply.  The  circiunstances  in 
the  instant  case,  while  differing  as  to 
some  details,  are  substantially  similar. 
We  believe  that,  based  on  the  rationale 
expressed  in  WANV,  Inc.,  affording  one 
candidate  the  singular  opportunity  to  ob¬ 
tain  an  opponent’s  comments  discrimi¬ 
nates  against  a  candidate  for  public  of¬ 
fice  in  contravention  of  ?  73.120 to)  (2). 

In  view  of  the  evidence  tending  to  sup¬ 
port  petitioners’  allegations,  versus  Ue- 
berman’s  contention— ^companied  by 
the  affidavit  of  Democrat  Russo — that 
he  and  Abramson  had  not  so  discrimi¬ 
nated  e«ainst  the  Republican  candidate, 
an  issue  Is  specified  to  determine  vdiether 
or  not  Mid-State  has  violated  Section 
73.120  of  the  rules  by  its  conduct  con¬ 
cerning  the  political  broadcasts. 

FrAOTULENT  Bn,LINGS 
PETITIONERS’  ALLEGATIONS 

32.  A  "turkey  shoot”  contest  was  con¬ 
ducted  in  1971,  accordii^  to  the  peti¬ 
tioners,  with  prizes  consisting  of  turkeys 
given  by  a  local  merchant  who  exchanged 
them  for  advertising,  to  those  named 
winners  by  Mid-State.  McAuliffe  and 
Reid  charged  that  Lieberman  sent  let¬ 
ters  to  employees  and  their  relatives,  vm- 
der  fictitious  names  and  arbitrary  dates, 
designating  them  winners  because  an  in¬ 
sufficient  munber  of  turkeys  had  been 
awarded  in  the  contest  to  justify  the 
amount  of  advertlslog  given  the  mer¬ 
chant  Petitioners  claim  that  this  distri¬ 
bution  of  turkeys  to  employees  and  their 
relatives  perpetrated  a  "fraudulent  dis¬ 
tribution  of  prizes.” 

33.  The  Philadelphia  local  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Federation  of  Television  and  Radio 
Artists,  AFL-CIO,  claim  pcoty-ln-lnter- 
est  status  in  this  matter  as  bargaining 
representative  for  announcers  and  news¬ 
men  employed  at  WHLW.  In  its  letter  of 
March  29,  1972,  the  unlcm  stated  that 
licensee  should  not  be  renewed  because 
statimi  management  misled  the  public 
by  predetermining  that  a  number  of 
tmteys  would  be  given  to  the  families 
ot  station  emiAoyees  rather  than  being 
awarded  to  the  public.  Also,  the  union 
alleces  that  the  Uc^isee’s  managem^t 
liad  engaged  In  unfair  bargaining  prac- 
ttees  Involving  bad-faith  bargaining  and 


failure  to  comply  with  a  court  order  re¬ 
lating  to  the  employment  of  two  dis¬ 
missed  «nployees. 

licensee’s  reply 

34.  In  an  April  10,  1972,  letter  to  the 
Commission,  Mid-State  states  that  fol¬ 
lowing  the  end  of  the  contest,  since 
only  thirteen  turkeys  Imd  been  awarded 
to  winners  out  of  an  anticipated  fifty 
that  had  been  projected,  the  decision  was 
made  by  management  to  provide  tuikeys 
to  enmloyees  as  Thanksgiving  gifts.  Mid- 
State  maintains  that  no  minimum  or 
maximum  numbers  of  tiurkeys  were  ever 
annoimced  to  the  public  as  i>art  of  the 
contest  promotion.  Idebenuan  states  that 
Abramson’s  arrangement  with  the  mer¬ 
chant  for  toe  turkes^,  in  exchange  for 
advertising,  provided  only  that  up  to 
fifty  turkeys  might  be  awarded,  and  in 
the  event  that  this  number  of  turkeys 
was  not  awarded,  "we  would  be  free  to 
provide  as  Thanki^vlng  gifts  to  our  em¬ 
ployees  additional  turkeys.”  The  licensee 
explains  that  it  felt  justified  in  giving 
fourteen  turk^s  to  employees,  bringing 
the  total  number  of  turke3rs  received  to 
27,  because  WHLW  had  carried  160  sixty- 
second  announcements  for  the  meat 
market,  valued  at  $1,200.00.  Ihe  union’s 
charges  relating  to  the  unfair  bargaining 
issue  are  dismissed  by  Mid-State  as  hav¬ 
ing  be^  brought  in  toe  wrong  forum, 
alleging  that  our  rules  exempt  labor 
imlon  contracts  from  the  filing  require¬ 
ments. 

COMMISSION  LETTER 

35.  We  wrote  to  toe  imion’s  attorneys 
on  April  28,  1972,  explaining  toe  proce- 
dmre  to  be  followed  by  parties  objecting 
to  toe  renewal  of  a  license:  i.e.,  filing  an 
affidavit  with  sufficient  specificity  to  sup¬ 
port  allegations  contained  in  toe  union’s 
letter  of  March  29, 1972.  Concerning  the 
complaint  about  bargaining  practices,  we 
emphasized  our  refusal  to  enter  disputes 
between  licensee  and  labor  organizations 
that  do  not  involve  violations  of  toe  Act 
or  our  rules. 

COMPLAINTS  AND  COMPLIANCE  DIVISION’S 
INVESTIGATION 

36.  Six  letters  awarding  turkeys  to  toe 
families  of  WHLW  employees  were  de¬ 
livered  to  our  investigators.  The  employ¬ 
ees  maintain  that  these  letters  were 
never  exchanged  for  turiceys,  but  the 
merchant’s  records  show  that  turke3^ 
were  awsniled  toe  recipients.  The  letters 
were  addressed  to  wives,  in  either  their 
married  or  maiden  names,  or  to  one  em¬ 
ployee’s  mother.  Statements  of  four  of 
the  employees — ^Reid,  Dowd,  Calure  and 
Davidson — ^were  given  to  us  recounting 
toe  receipt  of  toe  contest  letters.  Reid 
states  he  was  given  a  letter  addressed 
to  his  wife  using  her  married  name; 
Dowd  said  that  his  mother  received  a 
letter  through  toe  mail;  Calure  declared 
that  he  was  given  a  letter  by  Lieberman 
addressed  to  his  wife  in  her  maiden 
name;  and  Davidson  alleges  that  he 
never  saw  toe  letter  made  out  to  his 
wife  such  as  was  received  by  Reid,  but 
that  he  authorized  Reid  to  send  it  to  toe 
union.  All  four  claim  they  and  their  fam¬ 


ilies  neither  participated  in  the  contest 
nor  received  turkeys  in  exchange  for  the 
letters. 

37,  Richard  L.  Berberian,  the  owner  of 
Qranny’s  Meat  Market  and  the  merchant 
who  supplied  the  turkesrs,  maintains  in 
a  July  6,  1972  statement  that  he  had  no 
agreement  with  Abramson  xequiring  him 
to  award  fifty  turkeys  and  states:  "I 
never  agreed  with  Mr.  Abramstm  or 
WHLW  to  give  any  turkeys  to  any  em- 
plo3rees  of  WHLW,  only  to  winners  of 
the  turkey  tooot  contest.”  Mr.  Berberian 
gave  our  investigators  a  copy  of  the  ad¬ 
vertising  contract  ^ecuted  by  Abramson 
and  dated  October  29, 1971.  Sie  contract 
provided  for  90  ccHnmerclal  announce¬ 
ments  of  sixty-second  diuration  Perti¬ 
nent  details  of  the  contract  follow: 

WHLW  will  run  dally  six  tuiXey  Shoot  con¬ 
tests  and  for  winners  will  Issue  a  letter 
entitling  the  winner  to  free  10  lb.  turkey 
from  Granny's  Meats.  During  the  Six  dally 
contests  WHLW  wlU  cudcnowladge  that  the 
turkeys  are  from  Qranny’s  plus  read  pr^sied 
messages  about  Qraxmy’s  Meats.  Ocanny’B 
agrees  to  houor  letters  from  WHLW  winners 
for  turkeys. 

Commission  Investigators  examined  the 
program  logs  and  found  approximately 
150  sixty-second  ccxnmerciAl  announce¬ 
ments  had  been  run  for  Granny’s  Meat 
Market  for  the  period  November  8 
through  November  23,  1971.  Mr.  Ber¬ 
berian  also  delivered  forty-six  carcte  con¬ 
taining  the  names  and  addresses  of 
turkey  recipients  and  the  date  the  turkey 
was  awarded.  ’Ihese  cards  list  the  fam¬ 
ilies  of  WHLW  employees  as  having  re¬ 
ceived  turkeys. 

38.  hi  their  August  22, 1972,  statement, 
Lieberman  and  Abramson  point  out 
toe  reasons  for  sending  the  same  letters 
to  the  families  of  employees,  as  those 
sent  to  contest  winners.  It  was  "simpler” 
to  send  the  same  letters  to  omdoyees 
and  winners  than  to  have  a  secretary 
type  two  dlffer^t  sets.  Each  employee 
was  asked  to  specify  to  whom  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  letter  should  be  sent,  according 
to  Lieberman  and  Abramsan.  and  this 
ftTpiaiTM  why  some  letters  were  addressed 
to  toe  wives  or  motoers  of  employees. 
Finally,  they  allege  that  160  announce¬ 
ments  for  Qranny’s  Meat  Market  were 
aired.  Instead  of  the  90  called  for  by  the 
coniract,  and  that  their  value  was 
$1,200.00  based  cm  a  $7.50  average  rate. 

CONCLtrSlON — FRAUDULENT  BILLING 

39.  Fraudulent  billing  practices  are 
addressed  by  §  73.1205  of  our  rules,  which 
provides: 

No  licensee  •  •  •  shall  knowingly  issue  to 
any  local,  regional  or  national  advertiser, 
•  •  •  ,  any  bUL  invoice,  affidavit  ot  other 
document,  which  contains  false  Information 
concerning  the  amount  actually  charged  by 
the  licensee  for  the  broadcast  advertising  for 
which  such  bill,  invoice,  affidavit  or  other 
dooumeait  is  Issued  •  •  • 

The  Commlssicm  has  explained  that  this 
rule  was  promulgated  chiefly  to  prohibit 
"double  billing,”  defined  as  toe  furnish¬ 
ing  of  false  information  concerning 
broadcast  advertising  to  any  party  con¬ 
tributing  to  the  payment  of  such  adver¬ 
tising,  the  purpose  being  to  induce  such 
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party  to  pay  more  than  the  actual  rate 
for  tbi  advertising.  See  1  FCC  2d  1068 
(1965) . 

40.  While  the  instant  case  does  not  fit 
the  model  of  "double  billing,**  since  pay¬ 
ment  comes  from  a  lone  advertiser  who 
is  neither  reimbursed  nor  represented  by 
an  agent.  Section  73.1205  clearly  pro¬ 
scribes  the  Issuance  of  a  document  con¬ 
taining  false  information  concerning  the 
amount  charged  for  advertising  related 
to  siich  document.  Absent  the  oral  agree¬ 
ment  between  Abramson  and  Berberlan 
regarding  the  distribution  to  empl03rees 
of  turkeys,  which  Berberlan  contradicts, 
the  letters  sent  to  employees*  families  by 
the  licensee  contain  false  information  in 
that  addressees  are  not  winners  of  the 
omtest,  as  sp>ecified  by  the  written  ad- 
verUsing  contract.  Since  each  letter  rep- 
resoits  a  bill  for  advertising,  these  docu¬ 
ments  containing  false  information  ob¬ 
viously  concern  the  amount  actually 
charged  by  the  licensee  for  the  broadcast 
advertising  relating  to  the  letters.  Hrace, 
the  more  winning  letters  Berberlan  hon¬ 
ored,  the  more  his  cost  for  the  advertis¬ 
ing.  Therefore,  in  sunilylng  false  letters 
to  its  employees  to  be  given  in  turn  to 
Granny’s,  WHLW  apparently  Issued  doc¬ 
uments  which  misrepresented  the  nature 
or  content  of  the  advertising  and  the 
amount  actually  charged  by  the  licensee 
for  the  advertising  in  apparent  violatian 
of  Section  73.1205  the  rules.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  are  designating  an  issue  to  in¬ 
quire  into  this  disputed  agreement  for  a 
determinaton  of  whether  the  licensee  has 
enge«ed  in  a  fraudulent  billing  practice. 

Rbtusal  to  Am  ComcunTT  AmALs 

PirmONEItS*  ALLIGATIONS 

41.  Two  examples  of  the  licensee’s  re¬ 
fusal  to  serve  the  public  interest  are  cited 
by  petitioners.  The  licensee  would  not 
broadcast  appeals  for  a  fund  drive  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  kidney  machine  for  an  ailing  nine¬ 
teen-year  old  girl  or  for  donations  to  an 
impoverished  family  for  extensive  hospi¬ 
tal  and  medical  costs  incurred  by  th^ 
four-year  <dd  son  who  had  been  severely 
mutilated  by  wild  dogs. 

LXCINSEI’8  RIPLT 

42.  The  licensee  maintains  that  Arthur 
Reid  (para.  22)  told  management  the 
fund  drive  for  the  nineteen-year  old  ghl 
was  a  fraud  because  the  family  was  mis¬ 
applying  the  collection  proceeds.  As  to  the 
boy  who  was  attacked  by  dogs,  the  licois- 
ee  states  that  Reid  was  requested  to  in¬ 
vestigate  the  circumstances.  Reid  first  re¬ 
ported  that  no  free  air  time  was  Justified 
because  the  parents  were  "well  and 
then  later,  the  lic^isee  alleges,  Reid  re¬ 
ported  that  the  family  could  use  the 
funds,  but  by  then  another  station  was 
broadcasting  appeals  so  it  was  felt  un¬ 
necessary  to  broadcast  similar  appeals. 
Further,  the  licensee  coimtered  these 
charges  by  citing  two  instances  of  fund 
drive  participation  by  the  station,  one  in¬ 
volving  a  hospital,  for  which  $1,200.00  was 
raised  by  the  station,  and  the  other  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  Heart  Fund,  which  netted 
$8,000.00. 


NOTICES 

CONCLUSION — ^REFUSAL  TO  Am  COlOCnNlTT 
APFIALS 

43.  Petitioners  fail  to  raise  a  material 
and  substantial  questton  ct  fact  ragaid- 
Ing  the  licensee’s  obligation  to  program 
to  meet  the  community's  needs,  problems 
and  interests  because  the  two  instances 
cited  as  violative  at  this  duty  are  within 
the  wide  discretion  granted  licensees  by 
the  cynnmission  to  program  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  RadiOhio,  Inc.,  38  FCC  2d 
721  (1973)  aff’d  nib  nom.  Columb%is 
Broadcasting  Coalition  v.  F.C.C.,  505  F. 

2d  320,  30  RR  2d  981  (D.C.  Cir.  1974). 

IdETTIRS  or  COMFLAINT 

44.  Two  letters  of  complaint  precipi¬ 
tated  the  aforementioned  investigation 
by  the  Complaints  and  Compliance  Divi¬ 
sion.  Reid  sent  a  letter  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  March  27, 1972,  alleging  the  un¬ 
fair  treatment  of  a  candidate  for  the 
state  legislature,  which  was  later  more 
fully  described  in  statements  offered  by 
him  and  other  employees.  (See  paras.  26- 
31  supra)  Paul  L  Feinman,  another 
WHLW  employee,  wrote  to  the  F.C.C.  on 
March  28,  1972,  repmting  the  failiire  of 
Abramson  to  pay  over  to  Deborah  Hospi¬ 
tal  in  Browns  Mills,  New  Jersey,  all  of 
the  money  collected  during  a  fund  rais¬ 
ing  campaign.  Specifically,  he  charges 
that  $100.00  was  withheld  by  Abramson. 

45.  TTie  Reid  letter  contained  only  alle¬ 
gations  which  were  later  repeated  in  the 
petition  which  Reid  Joined  McAuliffe  in 
filing  April  28,  1972.  Tliese  allegations 
have  beau  discussed.  However,  the  Fein¬ 
man  letter  touched  on  subje^  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  petition,  which  were  made 
a  subject  of  the  investigation. 

46.  Commissi  (m  investigators  obtained 

from  Abramson  a  copy  of  a  March  3, 
1972,  check  few  $94.00  from  Village  Liq¬ 
uors,  which  Abranisem  owns,  made  out  to 
eash  and  endorsed  ’7n>r  Deposit  Mid- 
State  Broadcasting  Co."  They  also  were 
furnished  a  March  3.  1972,  check  for 
$174.00  from  Mid-State  Broadcasting 
Company  to  Deborah  Hospital  Lieber- 
man  and  Abramsmi  explained  to  our  in¬ 
vestigators  that  one  contribution  of 
$100.00  had  been  accepted  in  the  form  of 
a  Diners  CHub  credit  esurd  draft  to  Vil¬ 
lage  Ltquors  because  the  donor  preferred 
not  to  make  a  cash  gift.  After  deducting 
the  six  percent  service  charged  him  by 
Diners  (}lub,  Abramson  placed  the  $94.00 
balance  in  the  licensee’s  bank  account 
through  the  first  check  described  above, 
and  then  forwarded  it  along  with  some 
cash  and  silver  which  was  "accumulated’* 
following  the  to  Deborah  Hos¬ 

pital  by  the  second  check  noted  above. 

47.  This  evidence  that  the  monies  wore 
paid  over  to  the  hospital  and  the  ex- 
planatimi  of  the  tardiness  and  diminu¬ 
tion  of  the  final  payment  established 
that  no  material  and  substantial  question 
of  improprieUes  surrounded  the  transfer 
to  Deborah  Hoepltal  of  funds  collected 
during  the  campaign  for  it. 

Technical  Violations 

48.  OennidaintB  and  Compliance  Dlvl- 
slon  requested  on  March  27.  1974,  that 


the  Enforcement  Division  of  the  Field 
Operations  Bureau,  monitor,  record  and 
iXHspect  Statkm  WHLW.  On  April  18, 
1974,  the  Engineer  in  Charge  Of  the  Phil- 
addphia  Field  Operatiems  (plBce  reported 
Uia  results  of  that  investigation,  which 
disclosed  the  following  violations: 

(a)  Four  times  the  statiem  was  identi¬ 
fied  "WHLW  1170  near  New  Yoric’’  which 
violates  S  73.1201(b)  (1)  and  (b)  (3)  oon- 
ceming  required  station  identification. 

(b)  On  twelve  days  in  March  of  1974, 
operators  failed  to  either  sign  on  and/or 
off,  the  program  logs,  as  reqiiired  by 
5  73.111(a). 

(c)  Mutual  News  was  not  broadcast 
during  the  period  monitored.  2  pan.  to 
7:30  pjn.  on  April  1,  1974,  and  6  ajn.  to 
11  am.  on  April  2,  1974.  The  reason 
given  by  station  emi^yees  was  that  the 
phone  line  used  was  too  noisy  and  dis¬ 
torted.  The  failure  to  correct  the  nota¬ 
tion  on  the  program  logs  showing  that 
Mutual  News  had  been  broadcast  is  a 
viifiatlon  of  i  73.112(d) . 

An  Official  Notice  of  Violation.  Form 
793,  was  sent  to  the  licensee  concerning 
the  above  violations  on  April  19,  1974. 
Howevo:,  the  time  for  for¬ 

feitures  for  these  violations  has  passed. 

49.  Ihese  violations  do  not  raise  such 
sodous  questions  of  the  licensee’s  aMlity 
to  cemtinue  proper  operation  of  the  sta¬ 
tion  as  would  adversely  affect  the  re¬ 
newal  of  the  license.  Lakes  Area  Broad-- 
casting  Co.,  48  FCC  2d  640  (1974). 

Conclusion 

50.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
application  is  designated  for  hearing 
pursuant  to  Sectimi  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

(a)  TO  determine  all  the  facts  and  ctar- 
cumstances  surrounding  the  past  ■■nd 
present  participation  of  John  Edward 
McAuliffe,  Jr.,  in  the  ownership  of  li¬ 
censee:  specifically,  whether  there  ex¬ 
isted  at  any  time  any  arrangements, 
agreements  or  understandings,  written 
or  oral,  relative  to  the  present  or  future 
ownership,  control  or  operation  of  the 
proposed  station  (BP-1708)  and  whether 
there  were  any  documents,  instruments, 
contracts  or  understandings  relating  to 
such  ownership,  management,  use  or 
control  of  the  proposed  statiem,  or  any 
rlfl^t  or  Interest  therein,  which  was  not 
disclosed  to  the  Commission. 

(b)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  issue  (a)  above, 
whether  the  principals  of  the  applicant 
miareprssent^  or  concealed  facts  from 
the  Commission  with  regard  to  any  in¬ 
terest  of  John  Edward  McAuliffe  Jr.,  in 
the  applicant. 

(c)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  un<kir  issues  (a)  and  (b) 
above,  whether  the  wpUcant  violated 
S  1A14  of  the  Ctommisskm’s  rules  con¬ 
cerning  the  content  of  appUcations. 

(d)  To  determine  all  the  facts  and  dr- 
cumstances  surrounding  the  ffllng  by  the 
api^eant  of  an  Ownership  Reports  (FOC 
Fonn  328)  and  to  determine  whether  the 
reports  are  accurate. 
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(e)  To  determine.  In  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  Issue  (d)  above, 
whether  the  applicant  violated  S  1-613  ef 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations 
concerning  the  timely  filing  of  correct 
Ownership  Reports. 

(f )  To  determine  all  the  facts  and  clr- 
cunastances  surrounding  the  preparation 
and  broadcast  of  political  advertising  by 
WHLW  with  specific  regard  to  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  applicant  with  respect  to  the 
1971  campaigns  of  the  Democratic  and 
Republican  candidates  for  State  Senate 
from  Ocean  County,  New  Jersey. 

(g)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  issue  (f)  above, 
whether  the  applicant  violated  §  73.120 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  concerning  broadcasts  by  candi¬ 
dates  for  public  office. 

(h)  To  determine  all  the  facts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  surrounding  a  “turkey  shoot” 
contest  conducted  by  the  applicant  in  the 
fall  of  1971,  Including  whether  the  ap¬ 
plicant  awarded  prizes  to  its  own  em¬ 
ployees  imder  false  pretenses. 

(1)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  issue  (h)  above, 
whether  the  applicant  violated  S  73.1206 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  concerning  fraudulent  billing  prac¬ 
tices. 

(j)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  the  preceding'  is¬ 
sues,  whether  the  applicant  possesses  the 
reguisite  qualifications  to  be  or  to  remain 
a  licensee  of  the  Commission,  and 
whether  a  grant  of  the  aK>lication  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity. 

51.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
petition  to  deny  the  above-captioned 
license  renewal  application,  filed  by  John 
McAuliffe  and  Arthur  Reid,  is  granted  to 
the  extent  indicated  above. 

52.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Arthur 
Reid  is  made  Party  Respondent  to  the 
hearing  ordered  herein. 

53.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  309(e)  of  Uie 
Oonununications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
the  burden  of  proceeding  with  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  evidence  and  the  burden  of 
proof  with  respect  to  all  of  the  issues 
herein  shall  be  upon  Mid-State  Broad¬ 
casting  Company. 

54.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  Mid-State  Broadcasting  Compcuiy 
and  Parties  Respondent,  pursuant  to 
§  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  in 
person  or  by  attoi^y,  shall  within  twenty 
(20)  days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order, 
file  with  the  Commissicm  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  preset  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  Order. 

55.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  Mid- 
State  Broadcasting  Company  shall 
pursuant  to  SS.ll(a)(2)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 
f  1.594  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  give 
notice  of  the  hearing  within  the  time  and 
In  the  manner  prescrflsed  In  such  rules, 
and  shall  advise  the  Cmnmlssion  of  the 


publication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
S  1.594(g)  of  the  rules. 

Adopted:  October  1,  1975. 

Released:  October  16,  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-28161  PUed  10-17-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  20604;  Pile  No.  BR-2678; 

POC  76-1086] 

NORTHWESTERN  INDIANA 
BROADCASTING  CORP. 

Application  for  Renewal  of  License  of 

Station  WLTH,  Gary,  Indiana 

1.  Before  the  Commission  for  consid¬ 
eration  are:  (i)  the  application  of  North¬ 
western  Indiana  Broadcasting  Corpora¬ 
tion  for  renewal  of  license  of  Station 
'WLTH,  Gary,  Indiana,  filed  April  30, 
1973  iivijTH.  or  licensee) ;  (ii)  a  petition 
to  deny  that  application  filed  July  2, 1973, 
by  the  Gary  Human  Relations  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Gary,  Indiana  (HRC  or  petition¬ 
ers)  ;  (iii)  the  licensee’s  opposition  to  the 
petition  to  deny,  filed  Octoter  1, 1973,  and 
supplement  to  its  opposition,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  23, 1973;  (iv)  petitioners’  reply  of  No¬ 
vember  16, 1973;  and  (v)  various  related 
and  responsive  pleadings  and  items  of 
correspondence.* 

2.  Briefly,  HRC  alleges  that  WLTH 
has:  (i)  misrepresented  facts  and/or  was 
lacking  in  candor  to  the  Commission  with 
regard  to  its  ascertainment  efforts;  (ii) 
conducted  an  Inadequate  siurvey  of  com¬ 
munity  problems;  (iii)  engaged  in  news 
distortion;  (iv)  intimidated  its  audience 
on  its  phone-in  talk  shows;  (v)  misrep¬ 
resented  facts  to  the  Commission  in  its 
employment  reports;  and  (vi)  has  not 
performed  as  promised  in  its  1970  re¬ 
newal  application  by  failing  to  abide  by 
an  agreement  entered  into  with  petition¬ 
ers.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  herein,  we 
believe  that  substmitial  questions  have 
been  raised  as  to  the  truthfulness  of  sev¬ 
eral  of  the  representations  made  in  the 
licensee’s  1973  renewal  application,  as 
amended,  and  whether  WLTH  has  made 
any  efforts  to  honor  the  terms  of  an 
agreement  entered  into  with  petitioners. 
Therefore,  in  accordance  with  Section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  a  hearing  Is  required 
to  determine  if  renewal  of  WLTH’s  li¬ 
cense  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

Ascertainment 

3.  As  Exhibit  3-A  of  its  1973  renewal 
application,  WLTH  submitted  two  sur- 


*  Commissioner  Hooks  concurring  In  the 
reeiilt;  Commissioners  Quello  and  Washburn 
dissenting. 

^  These  include  an  amendment  to  the 
licensee’s  renewal  application,  petitioners’ 
motion  to  strike  that  amendment,  the  U- 
oensee’s  opposition  to  that  motion  to  strike, 
«nH  peUtionen’  reply,  which  ere  discuseed  in 
paragraph  7,  InXra;  and  correspondence  be¬ 
tween  the  parties  dealing  with  WLTH’s  con¬ 
tested  ascertainment  survey,  ehlch  is  dis¬ 
cussed  in  paragraph  16,  infra. 


v^8  it  had  c(Niducted  to  ascertain  local 
community  needs.  In  this  exhibit,  li¬ 
censee  represented  that  a  survey  of  the 
general  public  “was  conducted  on  a  ran¬ 
dom  selection  basis  by  the  station  staff 
and  othrars,”  mid  that  a  survey  of  116 
community  leaders,  “was  conducted  by 
Warren  Fleiberg,  Vice  President  of  the 
applicant,  and  George  Uzelac,  Executive 
Assistant  to  Mr.  Freiberg.”  The  results  of 
these  surveys  were  tabulated,  according 
to  licensee,  “with  the  assistance  of  In¬ 
formation  Research  Associates  of  Mer¬ 
rillville,  Indiana,  professional  statistical 
assistance  .  .  .  [and]  evaluated  by  Frei¬ 
berg,  Uzelac  and  the  other  responsible 
officers  of  the  applicant.” 

4.  An  analysis  of  petitioners’  pleadings 
discloses  that  they  contacted  56  of  the 
116  community  leaders  listed  as  being  in¬ 
terviewed  by  WLTH  in  its  1973  renewal 
application.  HRC  submits  affidavits  from 
27  of  these  persons  who  answered  an  im- 
qualified  “no”  to  the  following  questions 
set  forth  in  the  affidavits: 

a.  Were  you  contacted  by  Warren  Freiberg 
or  Oeorge  Uzelac,  as  a  representative  of 
■WLTH,  with  respect  to  this  survey?  Tes/No 
If  yes.  When?  By  Whom? 

b.  Were  you  contacted  by  any  representa¬ 
tive  of  Station  WLTH  with  respect  to  the 
needs  and  problems  of  the  Gary  area?  Yes/No 
If  yes.  When?  By  Whom? 

In  addition  to  the  27  who  said  they  were 
not  contacted,  two  persons  stated  that 
they  could  not  recall  being  contacted,  six 
stated  that  they  were  contacted  and  21 
statements  were  not  supported  by  affi¬ 
davits.  Petitioners  also  submit  that 
WLTH  failed  to  follow  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Primer  on  Ascertain¬ 
ment  of  Community  Problems  by  Broad¬ 
cast  Applicants,  27  FCC  2d  650  (1971), 
because  at  least  three  persons  were  con¬ 
tacted  by  phone,  in  contradiction  of  the 
Primer’s  requiremrait  of  face-to-face  in¬ 
terviews,  and  principals  or  management- 
level  employees  did  not  contact  all  of  the 
community  leaders.  Specifically,  they 
claim  that  George  Uzelac  was  not,  and  is 
not,  employed  at  WLTH  in  a  manage¬ 
ment-level  position  as  the  licensee  repre¬ 
sented  in  Exhibit  3-A  of  its  renewal  ap¬ 
plication  for  WLTH  (see  paragraph  3, 
supra).  Rather,  petitioners  state  that 
Uzelac  is  an  officer  of  Information  Re¬ 
search  Associates  of  Merrillville,  the  or¬ 
ganization  which  tabulated  the  results  of 
the  ascertainment  survey.  They  further 
allege  that,  although  some  community 
leaders  were  ccmtacted,  they  were  not 
contacted  about  needs  and  interests  of 
the  community;  that  two  of  the  leaders 
who  were  interviewed  indicated  that  they 
were  contacted  in  April,  although  the  li¬ 
censee  r^resented  in  its  ai^lication  that 
the  survey  was  conducted  between  Feb¬ 
ruary  9  and  March  20;  and  that  the 
methods  used  by  'WLTH  to  conduct  its 
community  leader  and  general  public 
surveys  were  not  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation. 

5.  In  defense  of  its  survey,  licensee 
states  that  H.  B.  Snyder,  Jr.,  President 
and  majority  owner  of  WLTH,  ”...  is 
satisfied  that  the.  contacts  claimed  to 
have  been  made  were.  In  fact,  made,  al¬ 
though  not  necessarily  by  George  Uzelac, 
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personally,”  and  that  “. . .  Mr.  Uzelac  del¬ 
egated  portions  of  the  survey  work  to 
others,  who  contacted  or  claimed  to  con¬ 
tact  the  individuals  listed  in  the  renewal 
application.”  Also,  in  his  affidavit  at¬ 
tached  to  the  licensee’s  opposition,  Sny¬ 
der  states  that  at  a  meeting  with  his 
lawyers.  . .  counsel  explained  in  detail 
the  F.C.C.  requirement  that  the  survey 
be  taken  by  management-level  personnel 
end  nobody  else  ...  I  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  Primer  standards  had 
not  been  met.”  Licensee  also  notes  that 
Warren  Freiberg,  the  person  chiefly  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  preparation  of  the  ap- 
I^cation,  has  left  employment  with  the 
station,  and  that  his  separation  Is  ”.  .  . 
c(»nplete  and  permanent.”  WLTH  also 
submits  affidavits  from  seven  persons,  in¬ 
cluding  George  Uzelac.  who  conducted 
the  community  leader  survey.  The  affi¬ 
davits  state: * 

a.  That  I  was  retained  by  Information  Re- 
aearch  Associates.  Ino.,  to  perform  a  sur¬ 
vey  for  tha-purpose  of  ascertaining  commu¬ 
nity  attitudes  and  needs  of  northwestern 
Indiana. 

h.  That  during  the  months  of  February  and 
March.  1973.  I  Interviewed  either  In  person, 
by  persons  designated  by  me.  in  writing  or  by 
telephone  ttie  foUowing  persons,  to-wlt:  (list 
follows) 

a.  That  upon  completlen  of  said  ^inter- 
vtewa.  I  submitted  my  records  of  aatd'lnter- 
views  with  the  above  named  persons  to  In¬ 
formation  Research  Aaeodates,  Inc. 

Licmsee  farther  submits  sixteen  state¬ 
ments,  unsuimorted  by  affidavits,  from 
persons  on  petitionen’  list  oi  those  not 
contacted  (12  at  vdiom  had  previously 
executed  affidavits  to  the  contrary  tar 
petitioners) .  These  statements  claim: 

a.  That  I  was  contacted  by  (name  of  inter¬ 
viewer)  by  telephone,  by  mail,  or  In  person 
during  the  month  of  March  1978. 

b.  That  I  was  asked  questions  oonoenilng 
my  (pinion  of  community  attitudes  and  com¬ 
munity  needs  rtiattve  to  nmthwest 

e.  That  I  stated  my  (grtnlons  of  such  com- 
mimlty  attitudes  arid  needs  In  such  Inter¬ 
view  as  above  taken. 

.  6.  Additionally,  in  its  opposition, 
WLTH  submits  the  unsigned  and  un¬ 
sworn  statement  of  George  Uaelac,  Jr., 
claiming  that  the  survey  was  made  by 
the  interviewers  under  his  supervision 
“without  disclosing  to  the  persons  b^ng 
interviewed,  the  name  of  the  client  or  the 
Qieciflc  purpose  oi  the  survey.  The  reason 
for  this  non-disclosure  was  to  avoid  a 
biased  response  from  the  person  bcdng 
interviewed.” 

7.  Having  determined  that  the  Primer 
requirements  had  not  been  met,  licensee 
submitted  an  October  23,  1973,  amend¬ 
ment  to  its  miplication  “.  .  .  to  remove 
any  and  all  po^ble  questions  concerning 


*  In  particular,  the  affidavit  of  George  Use- 
lac.  Jr.,  stated  that  he  acted  ae  ’’luesldent 
of  Information  Research  Aaeodates,  Inc..” 
and  that,  ”1,  as  Presldrat  .  .  .  received  the 
reports  and  working  papers  all  members  of 
my  staff  conducting  said  survey  and  that 
under  my  supervision  John  Malolo  and  TnA—- 
Khera  made  an  ansdysls  and  evaluatioa  the 
results  of  said  survey  and  prepared  a  report 
of  their  findings.” 


the  survey.”  The  amended  survey,  con¬ 
ducted  by  Freiberg  and  Snyder  during 
July,  August  and  September  of  1973,  con¬ 
tains  118  interviews  with  many  of  the 
same  persons  who  were  contacted  in  the 
original  survey.  Also  Included  was  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  the  dates  of  the  con¬ 
tacts,  when  and  by  whom  the  contacts 
were  made,  xis  well  as  the  needs  ascer¬ 
tained  as  a  result  of  the  survey  and  the 
programs  to  be  broadcast  to  meet  those 
needs. 

8.  HRC  then  flled  a  motion  to  strike 
the  amendment  as  improper,  citing  Stone 
V.  F.C.C.,  466  F.  2d  316,  reh.  den.  466  F. 
2d  331  (1972),  and  attacking  it  on  the 
merits.  Petitioners  allege  that  the 
amended  survey  fails  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Pf  imer,  and  that  it  contains 
misrepresentations  to  the  Commission. 
Petitioners  flrst  assert  that  the  licensee 
contacted  cmnmunity  leaders  by  tele¬ 
phone,  rather  than  conducting  person- 
to-person  interviews,  and  that  it  mis¬ 
informed  the  Commission  about  the 
number  of  persons  contacted  by  tele¬ 
phone.  They  allege  that  the  Primer  ex¬ 
plicitly  requires  face-to-face  interviews, 
and  that,  while  the  licensee  admits  it 
conducted  eleven  of  the  “re-make”  inter¬ 
views  by  telephone,  the  application  alone 
reveals  it  conducted  at  least  fourteen. 
They  further  claim  that  of  20  of  the  “re¬ 
make”  interviewees  contacted  by  peti¬ 
tion's,  nine  who  were  Usted  as  having 
been  contacted  in  perscm  stated  that 
Snyder  had  contacted  them  by  tele¬ 
phone.  They  also  alleged  that  the  inter¬ 
viewees  were  not  asked  specifically  about 
community  problems,  but,  rather,  the 
licensee  referred  in  its  Intei^ews  to  com¬ 
munity  “needs”  and  even  titled  its  survey 
form  “Community  Needs  Survey  Form” 
in  violation  of  the  Primer’s  explicit  use  of 
the  word  “prolflems.” 

9.  HRC  also  states  that  it  ccmtacted  20 
of  the  21  persons  residing  in  Gory 
claimed  by  WLTH  to  have  been  con¬ 
tacted  in  its  “re-make”  survey,  and  that 
live  of  these  stated  that  they  were  not 
contacted  by  Snyder  or  by  anyone  from 
WLTH  for  the  smwey.  However,  no  affi¬ 
davits  from  the  five  were  submitted.  Ad¬ 
ditionally.  petitioners  claim  the  survey 
shows  "the  licensee’s  lack  of  rapport  with 
its  community.”  due  to  the  great  number 
of  peoi^  (12%  of  those  contracted)  vdio 
did  not  wish  to  participate  in  WLTH’a 
ascertainment  survey.  Also,  petitioners 
charge  that  no  persons  presently  at  the 
station  in  a  management  position  were 
involved  in  the  survey.  Further,  HRC 
contends  that  the  programs  proposed  by 

.  WLTH  to  meet  local  needs  are  “grossly 
inadequate.” 

10.  In  defense  of  its  amendment. 
WLTH  responds  that  two  of  the  flve  (xun- 
munity  leaders  claimed  by  petitioners  not 
to  have  been  contacted,  Henry  Coleman 
and  Juanita  Butler,  were  identifled  in 
the  interview  forms  as  unreachable,  but 
were  inadvertently  induded  on  the  list  of 
those  contacted  by  the  person  typing  the 
list.  Two  others,  Joel  Johnson  and  Jon 
Evans,  submitted  unsworn  statements 
that  they  were,  in  fact.  c<mtacted  by  Mr. 
8nyd^.  The  licensee  also  claims  that  one 


of  its  interviewees,  a  Reverend  Brooks. 

. .  was  contacted,  whether  Rev.  Brooks 
remembers  the  contact  or  not.”  *  WLTH 
also  defended  its  telephone  contacts  with 
cmnmunity  leaders,  stating  that  the  nine 
persons  claimed  by  petitioners  to  have 
been  listed  wrongly  as  contacted  in  per¬ 
son  were,  in  fact,  contacted  by  phone,  but 
were  mistakenly  listed  as  “in-person”  due 
to  different  tabulation  methods  of  the 
persons  preparing  the  list  for  WLTH’s 
amendment. 

11.  In  considering  petitioners’  allega¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  WLTH’s  survey  ef¬ 
forts,  we  turn  flrst  to  the  amended  c(xn- 
munlty  leader  survey.  As  noted,  petition¬ 
ers  moved  to  strike  the  amendment,  cit¬ 
ing  Stone  (see  paragnmh  8,  supra). 
However,  referring  speciflcally  to  Bection 
1.522  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,*  the 
Stone  Court  held  that: 

[I]t  WM  not  harmful  to  tlM  irabllc  Intor- 
wt  to  aUow  a  Uoonsoe  to  aubmlt  an  amand- 
ment  to  Its  prospectlva  ascartalxunent  find¬ 
ings.  even  after  a  Petition  to  Deny  has  been 
filed.  4«6  PXd  at  331. 

The  Stone  prohibition  against  multiple 
amendments  speaks  to  repeated  and 
fragmentary  ascertainments,  ostensUily 
submitted  in  bad  faith  simply  in  order 
to  thwart  petitions  to  deny.  Hffre,  the 
amendment  serves  the  very  purpose  peti¬ 
tioners  would  seem  to  porsus;  that  is,  the 
licensee  has  discovered,  thrnwgh  petl- 
tioneis  efforts,  that  its  original  effort  was 
lacking  and  accordingly  has  made  a  new 
effort  to  ascertain  community  needs, 
problems  and  toterests,  in  compliance 
with  the  Cmnmisedon’s  Rulss.  The  pmv 
pose  of  petitions  to  deny  is  not  to  vindi¬ 
cate  personal  rights,  but  to  enforce  the 
pvtolic’s  right  to  have  its  licensees,  as 
public  trustees,  perform  in  the  pitolic  in¬ 
terest.  Such  purpose  seems  to  have  been 
accomplished  here.  Therefore,  we  Awd 
that  the  amendment  la  acc^tidile  mufav 
our  rules,  and  according^,  petitioners’ 
motion  to  strike  will  be  dmiied.  See  Sop 
H.  Park  Broadcasting  of  Virginia,  Ine., 
FCC  75-939,  released  August  12,  1975. 

12. ~Having  accepted  WLTH’s  amend¬ 
ment,  the  questions  raised  by  petitioners 
as  to  whether  the  origlnai  survto  was 
adequate  are  rendered  moot.  There  re¬ 
main.  of  course,  the  allegations  at  mis- 
representotion  in  WL’TH’s  repnvting  of 
that  Initial  ascertainment.  See  Rap  PL 
Park  Broadcasting  of  Virginia,  Inc., 
supra. 

13.  In  tact,  we  beUeve  petitioners  have 
raised  serious  questions  concerning  tiie 
truthfulness  and  accuracy  of  WLTH’s 
represmtations  with*  regard  to  both  its 
original  and  amended  community  leader 
surveys.  In  the  flrst  instance,  we  note 
that  the  licensee  never  directiy  confronts 
petitioners’  accusation  that  George  Itae- 
lac  is  not  a  management-levri  employee 
as  represented  in  Exhibit  3-A  of  WLTH’s 


■See  dlacuaslon  regarding  the  Reverend 
Brooks  controversy  tn  paragraph  16,  tnfra. 

■Section  1A23  of  the  Rules  provldas.  In 
pertinent  pert,  that  .  .  any  iu>pUcetlon 
may  be  amended  as  a  matter  of  right  pciar 
to  the  adoption  date  of  an  order  deaignattng 
auffii  apimeatlon  for  hearing.” 
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renewal  application,  nor  does  it  rebut  the 
allegation  that  it  misrepresented  Uzelac 
and  Freiberg  as  the  sole  ascertainment 
interviewers.  Uzelac  describes  himself,  in 
an  affidavit  attached  to  the  opposition 
to  the  petition  to  deny,  as  “President  of 
Information  Research  Associates,  Inc." 
(see  note  2,  supra) .  Uzelac  does  not,  how¬ 
ever,  state  that  he  was  a  principal  or 
manager  of  licensee  corporation,  or 
otherwise  deny  petitioners’  charges  in 
this  regard.  Moreover,  the  licensee  does 
not  respond  to  this  charge  in  eithei^its 
opposition  pleadings  or  the  affidavit  of 
H.  B.  Snyder,  Jr.  Thus,  the  Commission 
believes  that  a  question  has  been  raised 
which  warrants  fiuiher  inquiry  in  hear¬ 
ing,  and  an  appropriate  misr^resenta- 
tion  issue  will  be  specified  herein. 

14.  With  respect  to  the  Interviewers 

used  by  WLTH  in  its  original  ascertain¬ 
ment,  WLTH  admits  that  not  all  of  the 
community  leaders  interviews  were  con¬ 
ducted  by  Freiberg  and  Uzelac,  as 
represented  in  its  application:  • 

Mr.  Snyder  is  satisfied  that  the  contacts 
claimed  to  have  been  made  were,  in  fact, 
made,  although  not  necessarily  by 
George  Utelac,  personally"  (emphasis 
added) .  Also,  in  his  affidavit  attached  to 
the  opposition  as  “Exhibit  B,"  Snyder 
states  that.  In  discussing  the  survey, 
“*  *  *  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Primer  standards  had  not  been  met." 
Farther,  WLTH  relies  on  the  affidavits  of 
six  persons,  not  employed  at  WLTH,  who 
state  that  they  contacted  community 
leaders  for  Information  Research  As¬ 
sociates,  Inc.,  (see  paragraph  5,  supra). 
Thus,  by  the  evidence  presented  from 
petitioners,  and  by  licensee’s  own  ad¬ 
mission,  it  appears  that  Uzelac  and  Frei¬ 
berg  did  not,  in  fact,  contact  all  com¬ 
munity  leaders,  as  represented,  and  that 
licensee  may  have  misrepresented  the 
facts  regarding  the  WLTH  officials  who 
conducted  its  community  leader  survey. 
This  matter  may  be  explored  under  the 
misrepresentation  issue  to  be  specified 
herein. 

15.  A  similar  misrepresentation  issue 
Is  raised  by  the  affidavits  from  27  persons 
claiming  not  to  have  been  Interviewed. 
Although  licensee  has  submitted  state- 
m^ts  from  12  persons  on  this  list  of 
"no  contacts,”  contradicting  their  pre¬ 
vious  sworn  statements,  they  are  unsup¬ 
ported  by  affidavit  as  required  by  Section 
309(d)  of  the  Act  and,  thus,  we  are  un¬ 
able  to  atta^  evidentiary  weight  to 
them.  See  Itawamba  County  Broadcast^ 
ing  Co..  Inc..  46  FCC  2d  60.  62  (Rev.  Bd. 
1074) .  Also,  15  of  the  affidavits  submitted 
by  HRC  remain  uncontroverted  by 
WLTH.  The  applicant  clfdms  that  “the 
survey  was  made  by  these  persons  with¬ 
out  disclosing  to  the  persons  being  inter¬ 
viewed  [either]  the  name  of  the  client 
or  the  specific  purpose  of  the  survey. 
The  reason  for  this  non-disclosure  was 
to  avoid  a  biased  response  from  the  per¬ 
son  being  interviewed.’’*  However,  this 


•  By  letter  of  July  16,  1975,  counsel  for 
WIjTH  again  stated  ".  .  .  the  record  shows 
idr.  Uzelao  allowed  assistants  to  make 
community  leader  Interviews  .  .  .  and  [they] 
faUed  to  identify  themselves  as  being  from 
WLTH  .  .  .’’ 


claim  is  made  in  the  unsigned  and  un¬ 
sworn  statement  of  Mr.  Uzelac,  attached 
to  the  licensee’s  opposition  to  the  peti¬ 
tion.  Having  the  ssune  procedural  failing 
as  WLTH’s  other  statements,  it  may  not 
be  accorded  evidentiary  value  sufficient 
to  rebut  HRC’s  sworn  allegations.  While 
licensee’s  explanation  may  well  account 
for  the  numerous  affidavits  of  leaders 
who  state  that  they  were  not  contacted 
by  WLTH,  we  cannot  be  sure  without 
the  benefit  of  a  full  evidentiary  inquiry, 
in  light  of  petitioners’  showing.  This 
question  will  be  explored  imder  the  mis¬ 
representation  issue  to  be  specified 
herein. 

16.  Finally,  in  the  face  of  one  particu¬ 
lar  Contested  interview,  that  of  “Rev. 
Bro<^,"  the  Commission  believes  that 
yet  another  serious  question  has  been 
raised  by  the  plesuUngs  and  related  cor¬ 
respondence.  In  its  original  survey, 
WLTH  listed  “Rev.  Brooks’’  as  a  black 
male,  community  agency  executive.  In 
its  petition,  HRC  lists  Brooks  as  one  of 
those  not  contacted,  and  submitted  an 
affidavit  from  “William  M.  Brooks’’  to 
this  effect  in  support  of  its  claim.  WLTH 
responded  with  an  unsworn  statement, 
It^  18  attached  to  its  opposition,  from 
“William  M.  Brooks"  stating  that  he  was 
contacted  by  one  of  Mr.  Uzelac’s  inter¬ 
viewers.  In  addition,  John  Maiolo,  an 
interviewer  employed  by  Uzelac,  stated, 
in  an  affidavit,  that  he,  or  someone  desig¬ 
nated  by  him.  Interviewed  “Rev.  William 
M.  Brooks.”  In  WLTH’s  amended  sur¬ 
vey,  “Rev.  Brooks"  is  again  listed  as  a 
black  male,  but  is  further  identified  as 
a  minister.  In  their  motion  to  strike  the 
amendment,  petitioners  again  assert  that 
“Rev.  Brooks”  was  not  contacted.  In  re¬ 
sponse,  by  letter  of  April  16, 1974,  counsel 
for  WLTH  states  that  licensee  agrees 
that  it  did  not  contact  Reverend  William 
Brooks,  but  rather,  that  it  contacted 
Reverend  Georgia  Brooks,  who  formerly 
was  a  broadcaster  on  WLTH,  and  who 
was  erroneously  listed  as  a  male  on  the 
interview  sheet  and  in  the  applications.* 
The  licensee  follows  with  an  affidavit 
from  Snyder,  filed  May  20, 1974,  support¬ 
ing  this  claim.  By  letter  of  November  14, 
1974,  petitioners  respond  with  an  affi¬ 
davit  from  “Georgia  Brooks,  missionary" 
(sic)  who  formerly  was  a  moderator  on 
a  WLTH  program,  stating  that  she  never 
has  been  retored  to  as  “Reverend.”  To 
this  charge,  WLTH  replies  with  a  letter 
on  December  6,  1974,  enclosing  a  bro¬ 
chure  used  by  Georgia  Brooks,  which  re¬ 
fers  to  her  as  “missionary"  (sic)  and 
states,  “most  lay  persons  regard  her  as  a 
radio  minister  and  would  address  her  as 
‘Reverend.’”  It  also  states  that  Ms. 
Brooks  is  indebted  to  WLTH  under  con¬ 
tracts  for  radio  time  for  her  show.^ 


•In  Its  January  30,  1074  exposition  to  the 
motion  to  strike  amendment,  WLTH  en¬ 
closes  a  copy  of  an  Intwvlew  sheet,  giving 
“Bev.  Brooks”  as  the  name  ct  the  re^>ond- 
ent,  and  noting  the  sex  as  female. 

•  Letters  of  Deoember  31,  1074,  frmn  HBC, 
and  of  January  16,  1975,  from  WLTH  also 
were  exchanged  but  added  no  further  evi¬ 
dence  to  the  debate. 


17.  In  view  of  the  above,  we  believe 
a  question  is  raised  as  to  whether  the 
licensee  misrepresented  its  contact  with 
“Rev.  Brooks."  Of  particular  interest  to 
us,  is  that,  after  being  confronted  with 
petitioners’  affidavit  from  “William  M. 
Brooks,”  the  licensee  responded  with  a 
statement  from  “William  M.  Brooks”  that 
he  has  been  interviewed,  although  six 
months  later,  in  its  April  16,  1974, 
letter  to  the  Commission,  WLTH  con¬ 
tends  that  no  William  Brooks  was  inter¬ 
viewed.  Despite  twice  listing  Brooks  as 
a  male  in  its  ascertainment  surveys,  it 
now  contends  that  Brooks  is  a  female 
lay  minister.  This  appears  to  cast  doubt 
on  licensee’s  claim  that  it  made  the  con¬ 
tact  as  represented  in  both  its  original 
and  amended  surveys.  Since,  “Rev. 
Brooks”  was  listed  in  both  surveys  as 
having  been  contacted,  the  misrepresen¬ 
tation  issue  must  include  the  amended 
survey  and  subsequent  correspondence. 
However,  petitioners  have  failed  to  show 
that  foiu*  other  persons,  listed  in  the 
amended  survey,  were  not  contacted  (see 
paragraph  9,  supra)  in  that  they  failed 
to  submit  affidavits  to  this  effect  and 
later  admitted  that  two  of  the  five  were, 
in  fact,  contacted. 

18.  The  charges  relating  to  WLTH  tele¬ 
phone  interviews  are  without  merit.  We 
have  ^stated  in  the  past  that  telephone 
inter^ews  are  not  per  se  unacceptable 
if  the  licensee  has  contacted  a  cross- 
section  of  the  communily  and  a  mean¬ 
ingful  dialogue  has  been  established.  See 
California  Stereo.  Inc..  39  PCXJ  2d  401 
(Rev.  Bd.  1973) ;  and  Further  Notice  of 
Proposed  Inquiry  and  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule-making  on  Ascertainment  of  Com¬ 
munity  Problems  by  Broadcast  Appli¬ 
cants.  FCC  75-540,  Docket  No.  19715  (re¬ 
leased  May  15,  1975),  at  paragraph  46. 
Further,  we  find  no  issue  raised  by  the 
licensee’s  failure  to  show  all  telephone 
Interviews  on  its  amended  survey,  since 
clerical  inadvertence  seems  to  have  been 
the  cause.  Also,  the  failure  of  an  appli¬ 
cant  to  Inform  the  Gommission  that  in¬ 
terviews  were  conducted  by  phone  does 
not  necessarily  warrant  addition  of  any^ 
issue.  See  California  Stereo,  supra. 

19.  HRC’s  assertion  that  the  licensee 
did  not  ask  specifically  about  community 
“problems"  is  also  without  m^t.  Al¬ 
though  the  Commission  has  designated 
“problems"  as  the  short  form  of  the 
phrase  “probl«ns,  needs,  and  Interests," 
no  adherence  to  such  language  is  re¬ 
quired  in  contacts  with  m.emberB  of  the 
CMmnmiity  as  long  as  the  lifformation 
ultimately  solicited  is  that  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  is  expected  to  acquire  imder  the 
Primer,  supra. 

20.  We  further  find  no  issue  raised  by 
the  vague  and  unsupported  claim  that 
the  licensee  has  exhibited  a  “lack  of  rap¬ 
port"  with  the  community,  nor  by  the  as¬ 
sertion  that  no  person  conducting  the 
amended  survey  presently  holds  a  man¬ 
agement-level  position,  at  the  station. 
Moreover,  ascertainment  of  community 
needs  is  a  prospective  effort.  While  we 
encourage  the  establishment  of  person- 
to-person  rdatlonships  between  com¬ 
munity  leaders  and  broadcast  stations 
management,  it  would  be  unreasonable 
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to  fault  a  survey  simply  because  tire  per¬ 
son  conducting  it  left  the  station’s 
employment.  See,  Key  Stephens,  53  PCC 
2d  389  (Rev.  Bd.  1975) . 

21.  Finally,  regarding  petitioners’ 
chaise  that  WLTH  has  proposed  insuffi¬ 
cient  programming  to  meet  local  needs, 
we  find  no  serious  question  raised.  A  re¬ 
view  of  licensee’s  application  and  sub¬ 
sequent  amendments  “  shows  that  WLTH 
proposed  three  programs  to  meet  specif¬ 
ically  orumerated  local  needs  : 

Viewpoint,  aired  daily  from  12:15  to 
1:30  pjn.,  a  telephone  talk  show;  Harriet 
FiMer  Show,  broadcast  11:05  to  12  noon 
daily;  and  Senator  Clay’s  Rap  Line,  aired 
4  to  5  p.m.  It  appears  that,  acting  within 
Its  discretion,  WL’TH  has  proposed  pro¬ 
grams  that  are  satisfactorily  correlated 
to  meet  the  local  needs  ascertained,  and 
thus,  we  find  no  merit  to  HRC’s  allega¬ 
tion. 

News  Distortion 

22.  Petitioners  next  allege  that  the 
management  of  WL’TH  is  guilty  of  news 
distortion,  citing  a  number  of  specific 
instances  of  such  distortion,  all  of  which 
are  directed  at  Warren  Prei^rg,  WLTH’s 
former  vice-president  and  general  man¬ 
ager.  Referring  in  particular  to  The  War¬ 
ren  Freiberg  Show  and  Warren  Frei¬ 
berg’s  Viewpoint,  petitioners  claim  that 
“thcr  licensee  regularly  resorts  to  distor- 
ti(m  of  news,  half  truths,  and  fabrica¬ 
tions.”  One  instance,  listed  by  petitioners, 
concerned  the  rape  of  a  local  high  school 
girl  near  her  school.  Petitioners  state  that 
Freiberg  broadcast  that  the  girl  had  been 
raped  in  the  school  cafeteria,  although 
the  police  report  made  no  mention  that 
the  girl  had  been  attacked  at  the  school. 
The  school  principal  called  Freiberg  to 
tell  him  of  the  error  and  was  rebuffed, 
with  Freiberg  refusing  to  correct  his 
story.  According  to  petiti(Hiers,  WLTH 
was  the  only  one  of  all  of  the  local  media 
which  referred  to  tha  rape  as  having 
taken  place  at  the  school.  In  another  in¬ 
stance,  HRC  states  that  Freiberg  gratui¬ 
tously  added  racial  overtones  to  a  story 
about  a  fight  at  a  school,  claiming  that 
“inter-racial  beatings”  had  taken  place, 
when,  in  fact,  the  fight  had  taken  place 
between  two  white  students,  as  the 
mother  of  one  of  the  students  reportedly 
informed  him.  Petitioners  claim  that 
Freiberg  even  ran  a  tape  of  his  conver¬ 
sation  with  this  parent  about  the  fight. 


■WLTH  submitted  an  additional  amended 
ascertainment  survey  on  August  IS,  1975,  al¬ 
most  two  and  one-balf  years  after  its  appli¬ 
cation  was  filed.  Although  we  accept  this 
amendment  in  accordance  with  Section  1.522 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  this  is  xu>t  to  be 
construed  as  Commission  approval  of  lengthy 
delays  in  the  amendment  of  iq>plications.  We 
wish  to  make  clear  that  we  are  using  this 
amendment  only  for  the  limited  purposes  of 
determining  the  implementation  of  WLTH'S 
proposed  programming  as  set  forth  in  its  1973 
renewal  appUoatlon,  as  amended.  We  do  not 
intend,  and  would  not  p«rmlt,  any  “upgrad¬ 
ing”  of  the  licensee’s  past  programming  per¬ 
formance.  which  properly  must  be  confined 
to  the  1970-73  period  covered  by  the  chal¬ 
lenged  application. 


but  cut  out  the  section  In  which  she 
stated  that  both  participants  were  white, 
’niree  other  similar  instances  of  such 
alleged  distortion,  and  refusal  to  make 
corrections  when  confronted  with  the 
facts,  are  alleged  by  KIC.  from  their 
own  monitoring  of  the  station  and  from 
letters  of  cmnplaint  from  local  citizens.* 

23.  Petitioners  also  allege  that  the  li¬ 
censee  engaged  in  intimidation  ol  its 
audience,  and  thereby,  failed  to  afford 
the  public  free  and  open  discussion  of 
controversial  issues  of  public  importance. 
HRC  cmitends  that  Freiberg,  in  hosting 
his  talk  shows,  was  consistently  rude  to 
callers  who  disagreed-  with  his  views,  to 
the  point  of  degrading  them,  and  mgag- 
ing  in  “a  pattern  of  (^ration  which  in¬ 
cludes  intimidation,  harassment,  and 
ridicule,”  and  thereby  denying  the  public 
free  and  open  discussion.  Here  again, 
petitioners  cite  a  number  of  letters  of 
complaint  from  local  citizens  who  claim 
that  they  were  not  allowed  freely  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  on  Freiberg’s  listener 
phone-in  talk  shows.  They  claim  they 
were  met  instead  with  sarcasm  and  rude¬ 
ness,  that  they  were  generally  intimi¬ 
dated  from  talking  freely,  and  in  sfune 
instances  were  disconnected  if  they  dis¬ 
agreed  with  Freiberg.  They  also  men¬ 
tioned  a  November  10, 1971,  letter  to  the 
licensee  from  the  Complaints  and  Com¬ 
pliance  Division  of  the  Commission  ad¬ 
monishing  the  station  for  Freiberg’s  dis- 
couragemrait  of  “robust- wide-open  de¬ 
bate”  on  controversial  issues  of  public 
importance  by  intimidating  and  harass¬ 
ing  callers. 

24.  In  opposition  to  these  charges, 
WLTH  contends  that  petitioners’  allega¬ 
tions  are  directed  ,  exclusively  toward 
Warren  Freiberg,  and  that  any  investi¬ 
gation  would  involve  inquiry  into  his 
“journalistic  decisions,  as  well  as  his  con¬ 
fidential  news  sources.”  The  licensee 
claims,  therefore,  that,  since  Freiberg 
has  left  emplo3rment  at  the  station,  “no 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by  any 
attonpted  Investigation  on  the  part  of 
the  licensee  into  Freiberg’s  stewardship 
of  the  WLTH  news  department.”  Licen¬ 
see  declines  further  comment,  contend¬ 
ing  that  this  would  be  detrimental  to  its 
ongoing  negotiations  with  petitioners. 

25.  Regarding  petitioners’  allegations 
of  news  distortion,  we  must  first  reject 
WLTH’s  claim  of  mootness  owing  to. 
Freiberg’s  departure  from  the  station. 
Petitioners’  charges  go  not  only  to  an 
individual  employee,  but  to  the  conduct 
of  the  licensee,  as  it  has  long  been  held 
that  a  licensee  is  liable  for  the  wrongful 
acts  of  its  employees.  Empire  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corp..  25  PCX!  2d  68,  69  (1970) .  How¬ 
ever,  we  are  proscribed  from  taking  any 
further  action  with  regard  to  these  com¬ 
plaints.  Hie  Commission  traditionally 
has  refused  to  supervise  in  any  way  the 


*  Also,  the  station’s  complaints  folder  con¬ 
tains  a  number  letters  from  Gary  area 
citizens  complaining  of  these  incidents,  of 
racially  divisive  rhetoric  and  of  distroted 
news. 


programming  or  news  judgment  of  a 
broadcast  licensee.  See  section  326  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  47  UB.C.  326.  We  are  not  the 
national  arbiter  of  truth,  and.  Indeed, 
must  eschew  such  a  role  as  it  would  con¬ 
stitute  a  worse  danger  than  possible  un¬ 
fairness  or  distortion.  See  Columbia 
Broadcasting  System,  Inc.  v.  Democratic 
National  Committee.  412  n.S.  94  (1973). 
The  Commission  cannot  commence  ac¬ 
tion  on  complaints  of  distortion  of  news 
unless  accompanied  by  significant  ex¬ 
trinsic  evidence  that  news  deliberately 
has  been  distorted  or  fabricated.  This 
evidence  must  implicate  the  licensee,  its 
top  management,  or  its  news  manage¬ 
ment.  and  be  fnxn  a  source  with  direct 
personal  knowledge  of  the  Intentional  at¬ 
tempt  to  falsify  the  news.  Letter  to  Mrs. 

J.  R.  Paul,  26  FCC  2d  591  (1969).  Here, 
petitioners  have  failed  to  submit  any 
such  evidence,  nor  have  they  supported 
their  allegation  with  affidavits.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  although  we  would  be  concerned 
by  these  charges  if  true,  we  have  insuffi¬ 
cient  evidence  to  wsurant  further  inquiry 
on  news  distortion. 

26.  As  to  HRC’s  allegaticm  that  the 
station,  particularly  Freiberg,  intimi¬ 
dated  its  talk  show  callers,  the  cited  let¬ 
ters  of  complaint  as  shown  in  t^e  Com¬ 
mission’s  complaints  folder  fm*  WLTH 
(see  paragraph  23,  supra),  suggest  that 
licensee’s  behavior  might  be  of  the  same 
variety  for  which  the  Commission  has 
adqionished  WLTH  in  the  past.  As  such, 
the  licensee  shoiild  be  forewarned  that 
evidence  of  a  continuation  or  pattern  of 
the  kind  of  conduct  complained  of  here 
could  adversely  affect  its  qiiallfications 
to  remain  a  Commission  licensee.  How¬ 
ever,  as  no  hard  evidence  supported  by 
affidavit  is  submitted  by  petitioners,  and 
since  there  Is  no  recmti  of  such  conduct 
in  the  complaints  file  since  mid- 1973,  we 
find  no  issue  warranted. 

WLTH’s  List  op  Employees 

27.  HRC  also  alleges  that  the  licensee 
misrepresented  the  number  of  persons 
employed  by  WLTH.  Specifically,  peti¬ 
tioners  claim  that  the  staff  list  submitted 
by  the  licensee  in  answer  to  Question  31 
of  Section  IV-A  of  the  station’s  renewal 
application  includes  the  names  of  several 
persons  who  were  not  actually  on  the 
paid  staff  of  the  station  when  the  ap¬ 
plication  was  filed.  Two  persons  listed  by 
the  licensee  as  full-time  employees.  Bill 
Fisher  and  Robert  Guerrero,  Jr.,  are 
claimed  to  have  left  the  station  in  mid- 
February,  two  months  before  the  em- 
pl03mient  list  was  filed.  In  addition, 
Kirby  Jefferies,  listed  as  full-time,  al¬ 
legedly  was  working  only  10-12  hours 
per  week.  Further,  three  others  also  are 
claimed  not  to  be  paid  employees:  George 
Uzelac  (paragraph  13,  supra) ,  is  said  to 
be  president  of  a  research  corporation, 
and  not  a  full-time  assistant  to  Freiberg; 
Roy  Harris,  listed  as  a  part-time  an¬ 
nouncer,  is  claimed  to  be  an  unsalaried 
public  service  announcer;  and  Robert 
Guerrero,  Sr.,  listed  as  a  part-time  news 
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and  sports  announcer,  is  alleged  to  be 
impaid  also,  working  on  a  trade-out  basis 
with  the  station  in  exchange  for  free 
advertising  for  his  barber  shop.  Finally, 
petitioners  state  that  only  five  of  the 
station’s  26  employees  are  members  of 
minority  groups,  “a  dismal  record  in  a 
city  over  60  percent  non-white.” 

28.  In  opposition  to  these  allegations, 
the  licensee  concedes  petitioner’s  charges 
about  the  status  of  “employees”  Fisher, 
Guerrero,  Jr.,  Harris  and  Guerrero,  Sr. 
However,  it  states  that  Guerrero,  Jr.  has 
resumed  full-time  employment  and  that 
Jefferies,  since  he  works  every  day,  even 
though  only  from  3:00  to  5:00  p.m.,  is 
correctly  classified  as  a  full-time  em¬ 
ployee. 

29.  In  analyzing  HRC’s  allegations  re¬ 
garding  WLTH’s  alleged  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  of  its  emplo3mient  profile,  and  of 
the  status  of  six  named  employees,  we 
note  that  licensee  offered  no  explana¬ 
tion  why  these  persons  were  incorrectly 
represented  as  station  employees  (with 
the  exception  of  reasons  for  considering 
Jefferies  full-time) .  It  is  a  fimdamental 
principle  of  Commission  operation,  that 
the  Commission  must  be  able  to  rely  upon 
the  representations  made  in  applications, 
pleadings  and  correspondence.  KORD, 
Inc.,  31  FCC  85  (1961) .  Having  failed  to 
explain  away  the  discrepancies  raised  by 
petitioners  with  respect  to  its  list  of  em¬ 
ployees,  we  find  that  a  material  question 
is  raised  as  to  whether  WLTH  misrepre¬ 
sented  facts,  or  was  lacking  in  candor, 
concerning  its  employment  list.  This 
matter  must,  therefore,  be  fully  explored 
under  the  misrepresentation  issue  to  be 
specified  herein. 

30.  However,  we  find  no  question  raised 
by  the  applicant’s  minority  employment 
figures.  In  a  Standard  Metropolitan 
Statistical  Area  (SMSA)  of  23.9  percent 
total  minority  population,^  the  station’s 
FCX;  Form  395’s  showed  that  it  em¬ 
ployed  21  percent  minorities  (four  of  19 
full-time  employees)  in  1973,  24  percent 
(fotir  of  17  employees)  in  1974,  and 
18  percent  (three  of  17  employees)  In^ 
1975.  We"flnd  that  this  percentage  is 
within  a  “zone  of  reasonableness.”  See 
Bilingual  Bicvltural  Coalition  of  Mass 
Media,  Inc.,  V.  F.C.C.,  492  F.2d  656,  29  RR 
2d745  (D.C.Cir.l974). 

The  1970  Agreement 

31.  Additionally,  petitioners  claim 
that  WLTH  has  not  abided  by  an  agree¬ 
ment  it  entered  into  with  HRC.  They 
contend  that  they  withdrew  a  complaint 
against  the  licensee  on  September  10, 
1970,  in  reliance  upon  the  August  21, 
1970  agreement  which,  they  state,  was 
“an  amendment  to  the  pending  renewal 
application.”  They  contend  that  tire 
agreement  states  that  any  “material 
variance  shall  be  deemed  to  be  failure 
[of  the  licensee]  to  operate  substantially 
as  set  for^  in  the  license.”  HRC  specifies 
that  the  station:  (i)  did  not  invite  HRC 


a*SM  1070  UA.  Censiis  Btiresu  General  So¬ 
cial  Kconomic  Characteristics  for  In¬ 
diana. 


to  assist  in  its  ascertainment;  (il)  failed 
to  make  monthly  announcements  of  its 
desire  to  discuss  community  needs  with 
all  citizens;  (ill)  did  not  convene  meet¬ 
ings  with  HRC  on  a  regular  basis  (at  least 
once  every  founnonths) ;  “  (iv)  failed  to 
establish  an  affirmative  action  training 
program;  (v)  did  not  make  the  promised 
weekly  announcements  concerning  equal 
employment  opportunity;  (vi)  continues 
to  distort  the  news;  “  (vii)  failed  to 
broadcast  programming  dealing  specifi¬ 
cally  with  poverty;  (viil)  failed  to  hire  a 
full-time  black  aimouncr  to  handle  news 
from  the  black  community;  (ix)  did  not 
air  annoxmcements  indicating  that  all 
groups  have  the  opportunity  to  have 
PSA’s  aired;  and  (x)  has  not  deter¬ 
mined  its  programming  through  a  con¬ 
tinuing  ascertainment  of  community  in¬ 
terests,  needs  and  desires.  Licensee,  how¬ 
ever,  does  not  address  itself  to  these 
charges  in  its  o{H>o6ition  or  any  subse¬ 
quent  correspondence.  Indeed,  the  only 
reference  made  by  WLTH  to  this  issue 
is  in  its  opposition  where  it  states  that 
it  “•  •  •  does  not  now  propose  to  enter 
into  a  debate  concemingdts  •  •  •  agree¬ 
ments  with  HRC.” 

32.  We  are  concerned  by  licensee’s  re¬ 
fusal  to  respond  to  these  serious  charges 
involving  an  amendment  to  its  1970  re¬ 
newal  application.  Without  such  a  re¬ 
sponse,  we  are  unable  to  determine 
whether  WLTH  made  smy  efforts  to 
honor  the  terms  of  its  agreement  with 
petitioners.  Based  on  the  information 
now  before  us,  it  appears  that  WLTH 
may  have  entered  into  the  1970  agree¬ 
ment  solely  for  the  pm*pose  of  obtain¬ 
ing  petitioners’  dismissal  of  its  prior 
petition  to  deny,  rather  than  with  an 
intent  to  honor  the  agreement  once  the 
petition  was  withdrawn.  Such  an 
abuse  of  the  process  of  community  dia¬ 
logue  cannot  be  tolerated  and  falls  well 
b^ow  the  standard  of  conduct  expected 
of  a  broadcast  licensee.  In  this  regard, 
the  Commission  has  stated  that  “. .  on 
a  showing  of  reasonable  cause  to  believe 
that  either  party  has  abused  the  proc¬ 
ess  of  community  dialogue,  we  will  seek 
to  ascertain  whether  action  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  would  be  appropriate.”  Proposed 
■  Policy  Statement  and  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  Re:  Agreements  Between 
Broadcast  Licensees  and  the  Public,  FCC 
75-633,  released  June  10,  1975.  In  our 
view,  licensee’s  failure  to  rebut  peti- 


u  HRC  contends  that  only  one  meeting  was 
ever  held,  on  March  3.  1971,  and  that  such 
meeting  was  called  at  Its  Insistence,  rather 
the  licensee’s. 

^  While  we  believe  that  licensee's  efforts 
to  meet  the  terms  of  the  1970  agreement 
8houl(l>be  explored  in  hearing  (see  paragraph 
32,  infra),  we  have  already  determined  that 
petitioners  have  failed  to  raise  a  question 
concerning  news  distortion  at  WIjTH  (see 
paragraph  26.  supra) .'  Accordingly,  the  hear¬ 
ing  issue  specified  below  Is  not  Intended  to 
explore  the  unsupported  allegations  of  news 
distortion. 


tioners’  allegations,  or  even  respond  to 
these  allegations,  warrants  evidentiary 
inquiry  upon  licensee’s  efforts,  if  any,  to 
honor  the  terms  of  the  agreement. 

33.  Moreover,  even  if  our  further  in¬ 
quiry  finds  no  abuse  of  the  agreements 
process,  this  would  not  necessarily  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  “promise  versus  perform¬ 
ance”  question  presented  by  petitioners, 
since  any  substantial  variation  from  the 
representations  in  an  application  may 
affect  not  only  our  view  of  the  licensee’s 
past  performance  but  also  our  confidence 
in  its  future  stewardship.  Accordingly, 
the  promise-versus-performance  element 
can  be  explored  under  Issue  (ii)  below. 

34.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
above-captioned  license  renewal  appli¬ 
cation,  is  designated  for  hearing  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Order,  upon  the  following  issues : 

(i)  To  determine  whether  the  licensee 
of  WLTH  made  misrepresentations  of 
fact  or  was  lacking  in  candor  in  its  rep¬ 
resentations  to  the  Commission  In  its 
1973  renewal  application  and  sutausequent 
amendment  and  correspondence  related 
thereto. 

(11)  To  determine  the  efforts.  If  any, 
made  by  the  licensee  of  WLTH  to  comply 
with  the  terms  of  an  amendment  to  its 
1973  renewal  iq?plication  encompassing 
an  agreement  which  it  entered  Into  with 
the  Gary  Human  Rdations  Commission. 

(lU)  To  determine  whether,  in  light  of 
the  evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  Issues,  a  grant  of  the  subject 
license  renewal  application  would  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity. 

35.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pe¬ 
tition  to  deny  the  above-captioned  li¬ 
cense  renewal  application,  filed  by  the 
Gary  Human  Relations  Commission  of 
Gary,  Indiana  is  granted  to  the  extent 
indicated  herein,  and  is  denied  in  all 
other  respects. 

36.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  “Mo¬ 
tion  to  Strike  Amendment  for  limited 
Purposes”  filed  by  petitioners  is  denied. 

37.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Gary 
Human  Relations  Commission  of  Gary, 
Indiana  is  made  a  party  to  the  hearing 
ordered  herein. 

88.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  '^th  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  burden  of  proceeding  with 
the  Introduction  of  evidence  upon  Issues 
(i)  and  (11)  shall  be  upon  the  petitioners, 
Gary  Human  Relations  Commission,  and 
the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the 
applicant,  WL1H,  with  respect  to  all  is¬ 
sues  herein. 

39.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  applicant  and  petitioners  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney, 
within  (20)  dairs  of  the  mailing  of  this 
Order,  file  with  the  Commission  in  trip¬ 
licate,  a  writt^  appearance  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for 
the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  the  Order. 
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40.  It  Is  further  ordered.  That  WLTH 
shall,  pursuant  to  Section  311(a)  (2)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  S  1.594  of  the  Cmnmls- 
slon’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the  hearing 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre> 
scribed  in  such  rules,  and  shall  advise 
the  Commission  of  the  publication  of 
such  notice  as  required  by  S  1.594(g)  of 
the  rules. 

Adopted:  September  24, 1975. 

Released:  October  7, 1975. 

Federal  Comhunicatzons 
CoiaossiON,'* 

[SEAL]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

ira  Doc.76-28162  PUed  10-17-76:8:46  am] 

INDUSTRY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  TO  THE 
FCC  STEERING  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

October  15,  1975. 

A  meeting  of  the  Industry  Advisory 
Committee  to  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission  Steering  Committee 
for  the  1979  General  World  Administra¬ 
tive  Radio  Conference  is  scheduled  to  be 
held  on  Monday,  November  3,  1975,  at 
10:00  AJM.  in  Rrom  8210  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  ofBces  located  at  2025  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

This  meeting  will  be  held  to  consider 
the  progress  of  the  various  WARC  *79 
preparatory  sub-elements,  to  evaluate 
that  progress,  and  to  solicit  suggestions 


u  Commissioner  Hooks  absent. 


from  the  Advisory  Committee  regarding 
the  WARC  ’79  preparatory  effort.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  issues,  identified  at  the  previous 
meeting  on  September  29,  1975,  will  be 
discussed.  Membership  on  the  Committee 
is  limited  to  Commission  invitation  ;  how¬ 
ever,  attendance  at  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  general  public  and  any  writ¬ 
ten  comments  will  be  accepted. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  DOC.7&-28281  FUed  10-16-75:2:24  pm] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

MODIFICATION  OR  TERMINATION  OF  THE 
STATE  SET-ASIDE  PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Schedule  for  R^onal 
Public  Hearings 

On  July  16,  1975,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  issued  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  and  public  hearing 
concerning  a  proposal  to  modify  or  ter¬ 
minate  the  State  set-aside  program  (40 
FR  30500,  July  21, 1975) .  By  notice  Issued 
August  7, 1975,  the  public  hearing  sched¬ 
uled  for  August  12, 1975,  in  Washington, 
D.C..  was  postponed  in  light  of  a  number 
of  requests  by  interested  parties  that 
public  hearings  in  this  matter  be  held  on 
a  regional  basis.  (40  FR  33724,  August  11, 
1975). 

In  response  toihese  requests  FEA  has 
scheduled  the  following  regional  hear¬ 
ings  with  respect  to  the  modification  or 
termination  of  the  state  set-aside  pro¬ 
gram: 


Location 


Date 


Address 


Boston,  Mass . . . Tuesday,  Noy.  18,  1  Ashburtim  Place,  2l8t  Flow  Cimference  Room. 

1875. 

Atlanta,  Oa . Wednesday,  Nov.  19,  Environmental  Protection  Agency  Bldg.,  1421  Peachtree 

1975.  8t.,  5tb  Floor  Conference  Room. 

Chicago,  m. . Thursday,  Nov.  20,  Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen  Federal  Bldg^  219  South 

1975.  Dearborn  St.,  ^  Floor  Public  Hearing  Room  (Room 

2308). 

San  Francisco,  Calif . Friday,  Nov.  21, 1975..  U.8.  Patent  Office  and  Court  of  Appeals,  7th  and  IBssion 

Sts.,  Courtroom  14, 2d  Floor. 


be  judicial  or  evldoitiary-type  hearings. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
cfmducting  the  hearings,  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  persons  pre- 
senthig  statonents.  Any  decision  made 
by  the  FEIA  with  respect  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  hearings  will  be  based  ,  on 
all  information  available  to  the  FEA.  At 
the  conclusion  of  all  initial  oral  state¬ 
ments.  each  person  who  has  made  an  oral 
statement  will  be  given  the  opportunity, 
if  he  or  she  so  desires,  to  make  a  rebuttal 
statement.  The  rebuttal  statements  will 
be  glv^  in  the  order  in  which  the  Initial 
statements  were  made  and  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  time  limitations. 

Any  interested  persons  may  submit 
questions  to  be  asked  of  any  person  mak¬ 
ing  a  statement  at  the  hearizigs  to  Execu¬ 
tive  Communications,  FEA,  before  4:30 
p.m.,  es.t.  November  7,  1975.  Any  person 
who  makes  an  oral  statement  and  who 
wishes  to  ask  a  question  at  the  hearings 
may  submit  the  question,  in  writing,  to 
the  presiding  officer.  The  FEA  or  the 
presiding  officer,  if  the  question  is  sub¬ 
mitted  at  the  hearings,  will  determine 
whether  the  question  is  relevant,  and 
whether  time  limitations  permit  it  to 
be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearings 
wUl  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
office. 

Transcripts  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  including  the  transcripts,  wlU  be 
retained  by  the  FEA  and  made  available 
for  inspection  in  the  Administrator’s 
Reception  Area,  Room  3400,  Federal 
Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Mfmday  through  Friday.  Any  per¬ 
son  may  purchase  copies  of  the  tran¬ 
script  from  the  reporter. 

In  addition  to  the  scheduled  regional 
hearings,  FEA  will  continue  to  receive 
written  data,  views,  and  arguments  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  modification  or 
termination  of  the  State  set-aside  pro¬ 
gram  through  November  10,  1975.  All 
such  written  comments  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Executive  Communications, 


Note.— Each  of  the  scheduled  hearings  will  begin  at  9:3 

Any  person  who  has  an  interest  in  the 
subject  of  the  hearings  or  who  is  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  group  or  class  of  persons 
which  has  such  an  interest,  may  make  a 
written  request  for  an  opportunity  to 
make  an  oral  presentation.  Such  a  re¬ 
quest  should  be  directed  to  Executive 
Communications,  Room  3309,  Federal 
Eneiigy  Administration,  Box  EK,  The 
Federal  Building.  Washington,  D.C. 
20461  and  must  be  received  before  4:30 
p.m..  e.s.t.,  October  31,  1975.  Such  a  re¬ 
quest  may  be  hand  delivered  to  Execu¬ 
tive  Communications  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday.  The 
person  making  the  request  should  specify 
the  location  and  date  of  the  hearing  for 
which  the  request  is  made;  describe  the 
interest  concerned;  if  appropriate,  state 
why  he  or  she  is  a  proper  representative 
of  a  group  or  clsiss  of  persons  which  has 
such  an  interest;  and  ^ve  a  concise  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  proposed  oral  presentation 


)  aon.,  local  time,  on  the  date  indicated. 

and  a  phone  number  where  he  or  she 
may  be  contacted  through  November  14, 
1975.  Each  person  selected  to  be  heard 
will  be  so  notified  by  the  FEA  before  4:30 
p.m.,  e.s.t..  Nov^ber  3,  1975  and  must 
submit  100  copies  of  bds  br  her  state¬ 
ment  to  FEA  by  9:30  a.m.  on  the  day  of 
the  hearing  at  the  location  where  the 
hearing  will  be  held. 

In  addition  to  providing  this  general 
notice,  FEA  will  attempt  to  contact  all 
persons  who  requested  an  opportunity  to 
make  an  oral  presentation  on  August  12. 
to  inform  them  of  the  reglontd  hearings. 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select  the 
persons  to  be  heard  at  these  hearings,  to 
schedule  their  respective  presentations, 
and  to  establish  the  procedures  governing 
the  conduct  of  the  heulngs.  The  length 
of  each  presentation  may  be  limited, 
based  on  the  number  of  persons  request¬ 
ing  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearings.  These  will  not 


Room  3309,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  Box  EK,  Federal  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20461.  Comments  should  be 
identified  on  the  outside  of  the  envelope 
mid  on  the  documents  submitted  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Admlnlstratlcxi  with  the 
designatlfm  “State  Set-Aside  Program.’’ 
Fifteen  (15)  copies  should  be  submitted. 
All  comments  received  by  4:30  p.m.,  No¬ 
vember  10.  19'75,  will  be  considered  by 
FEA  in  evaluating  the  proposals. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  ccxifidential 
must  be  so  identified  and  submitted  In 
writing  in  accordance  with  toe  proce¬ 
dures  stated  in  10  C7FR  205.9(f) .  (me  ccmy 
only.  The  FEA  reserves  toe  right  to  deter¬ 
mine  toe  confidential  status  of  toe  in¬ 
formation  or  data  and  to  treat  it  accord¬ 
ing  to  FEA’s  determlnatlan. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  October 
15,  1975. 

Robert  E.  Montoomxrt,  Jr.. 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  DOC.75-2818S  FUed  10-18-76;  1  :S6  pm] 
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NOTICES 


STATE  REGULATORY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE.  EXECUTIVE  SUBCOMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public  Law 
92-463.  85  Stat.  770).  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Executive  Subcommittee 
of  the  State  Regulatory  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  will  meet  Tuesday,  November  4. 
1975,  at  2:30  p.m..  Board  Room,  Sheraton 
Boston  Hotel,  Prudential  Center,  Bosttm, 
Massachusetts. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  the  shnicture  of  the  Advisory 
Committee,  the  scheduling  of  future 
Committee  meetings,  and  the  future  role 
of  the  C<Mnmlttee  in  advising  FEA  on 
matters  related  to  the  utility  Industry 
and  its  r^iilations.  ^ 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  the  Committee  is  em¬ 
powered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  Judgment,  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any 
member  of  the  puldlc  who  wishes  to  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Committee 
will  be  permitted  to  do  so,  either  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  make  oral  stat«nents 
should  Inform  Lois  We^,  Director,  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Management,  (202)- 
961-7022  at  least  5  days  before  the  meet¬ 
ing  and  reasonable  provision  will  be 
made  for  their  appearance  on  the 
agenda. 

Further  Information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Management  Office. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  October 
15,  1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.75-28219  Piled  10-16-75:10:53  am] 


MANDATORY  BEVERAGE  CONTAINER  DE¬ 
POSIT  LEGISLATION;  ECONOMIC  AND 
ENERGY  IMPACT 

Availability  of  Study  for  Comment 
The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
has  conducted  a  study  of  the  economic 
and  energy  impact  of  mandatory  bever¬ 
age  container  deposit  legislation.  A  draft 
copy  of  this  stu^  will  be  available  for 
Inspection  in  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  Public  Reading  Room, 
Room  206,  Old  Post  Office  Building,  11th 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Wash- 
IngUm,  D.C.,  between  8:00  am.  and  4:30 
pm.,  Monday  through  Friday.  A  draft 
copy  the  study  will  also  be  available 
for  tn^>ecttoii  in  each  regional  office  of 
the  Federal  Enogy  Administration  dur¬ 
ing  regular  woiidng  hours. 

interested  peraons  are  invited  to  sub- 
Bott  data  and/m:  comments  with  respect 
to  the  study  to  the  Office  of  Energy  Con¬ 


servation  and  Environment,  FEA,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20461.  Comments  should  be 
sent  to  the  attention  of  M.  Zusman.  All 
comments  received  by  November  14, 1975, 
will  be  considered  FEA  for  inco^ra- 
tion  into  the  final  report. 

Any  information  or  data  considered 
by  the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  con¬ 
fidential  must  be  so  identified  and  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The 
FEA  reserves  the  right  to  determine  the 
confidential  status  of  the  Information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  its  de¬ 
termination. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
14,  1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr. 

General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 
tPR  Doc.75-28072  Piled  10-15-75;9;42  am] 

FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND 
CONCILIATION  SERVICE 

ARBITRATION  SERVICES  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Note. — The  following  document,  which 
originally  appeared  in  the  Federal  Register 
(rf  October  3,  1075  at  page  45874,  is  being  re¬ 
published  because  it  did  not  appear  in  the 
table  of  contents  of  that  issue. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service  Arbi¬ 
tration  Services  Advisory  Committee,  in 
accordsuice  with  section  10  of  tbe  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  of  October 
6,  1972  (Public  Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770- 
776),  will  meet  on  Thursday,  November 
6,  and  Friday,  November  7,  1975,  in  the 
Toulouse  Room  of  the  l^lta  Towers 
Hotel,  1732  Canal  Street,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana.  The  meeting  will  commence  at 
2  p.m,  on  November  6  and  9  a.m.  on  No¬ 
vember  7, 

..  The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Review  of  Committee  suggestions  and 
actions  since  prior  meeting. 

2.  Proposed  revision  of  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions,  Including  removal  procedure. 

3.  Structuring  Office  of  Arbitration  Serv¬ 
ices  with  regional  representation. 

4.  Current  statistical  report. 

5.  Additions  to  roster  of  arbitrators. 

6.  Arbitrator  symposiums. 

7.  Code  of  professional  responsibility. 

8.  Arbitration  development  program. 

The  meeting  shall  be  (^n  to  the  public. 

Communications  regarding  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  be  addressed  as  follows: 

Mr.  Lawrence  B.  Babcock,  Jr.,  Executive  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  National  Director,  Federal 
Mediation  and  Conciliation  Service,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.O.  20427. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
twenty-ninth  day  of  September  1975. 

W.  J.  USERY,  Jr., 
National  Director. 
[FB  Doc.75-36538  Filed  10-2-75;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (75-82)] 

NASA  RESEARCH  AND  TECHNOLOGY 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  NASA  Research  and  Technology 
Advisory  Council  will  meet  on  Novem¬ 
ber  6-7,  1975,  in  Room  625  of  Federal 
Office  Building  lOB  at  NASA  Headquar¬ 
ters,  600  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20546.  The  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public  on  a  first-come, 
first-served  basis  up  to  the  seating 
capacity  of  the  room,  which  is  about  40 
persons. 

The  NASA  Research  and  Technology  - 
Advisory  Council  was  established  to  ad¬ 
vise  NASA’s  s^or  management  in  the 
area  of  aeronautics  and  space  research 
and  technology.  The  Council  studies  is¬ 
sues,  pinpoints  critical  prcAlems,  deter¬ 
mines  gaps  in  needed  technology,  points 
out  desirable  goals  and  objectives,  sum¬ 
marizes  the  state  of  the  art,  assesses  on¬ 
going  work,  and  makes  recommendations 
to  help  NASA  plan  and  carry  out  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  great^t  benefit  to  the  nation. 
The  Chairman  is  Dr.  Ronald  Smelt. 
There  are  17  members  on  the  Council 
itself  and  additional  members  on  five 
committees  and  four  panels  which  report 
to  the  Council. 

The  following  list  sets  forth  the  ap¬ 
proved  agenda  and  schedule  for  the 
meeting.  For  further  information,  please 
contact  the  Executive  Secretary,  Mr.  C. 
Robert  Nysmith,  Area  Code  202,  755- 
3150. 

November  6,  1975 
rime  Topic 

8:30  a.m.  NASA  Program  Overview 

(Purpose:  To  brief  the 
CouncU  on  the  status  of 
the  NASA  FY  1976  pro¬ 
gram  and  potential  fu¬ 
ture  programs.) 

9:30  a.m.  Office  of  Aeronautics 

and  Space  Technology 
(OAST)  Program  Over¬ 
view  (Purpose:  To  brief 
the  CouncU  on  the 
status  of  the  OAST  FY 
1976  program  and  pos¬ 
sible  future  thrusts  In 
aeronautics  and  space 
technology.) 

10:30  axn.  Update  on  Status  of  OAST 

Outlook  for  Aeronautics 
and  Aircraft  Energy 
Efficiency  Technology 
(Purpose:  To  discuss 
activities  In  progress  and 
issues  identihed  by  these 
studies.) 

11:00  a.m.  NASA/ Air  Force  Program 

Relationships  (Purpose: 
To  brief  the  CouncU  on 
activities  and  plans  to 
implement  suggestions 
made  at  the  last  Coun¬ 
cU  meeting  with  regard 
to  Joint  NASA/ Air  Force 
programs.) 
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Novembes  7, 1975 — Continued 
Time  Topic 

11:30  ftjn.  Discussion  of  FT  1977 

Congressional  Activities 
(Purpose:  To  Inform  tbe 
Council  of  PY  1977  Con¬ 
gressional  activities  and 
afford  an  opportunity  to 
discuss  participation  by 
the  Research  and  Tech¬ 
nology  Advisory  Coun- 
cU.) 

1:00  p.m _  Status  of.  Issues  and 

Recommendations  (P\ir- 
pose:  To  discuss  NASA 
actions  In  response  to 
previous  Issues  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  from  the 
Council.) 

Committee  and  Panel  Re¬ 
ports  (Purpose:  To  per¬ 
mit  the  Chairman  of 
each  committee  and 

panel  to  Identify  Issues 

and  rebommendatlons 
from  the  last  meeting  of 
his  committee/panel. 
Including  background 
briefings  where  necessary 
to  familiarize  the  Coun¬ 
cil  with  selected  issues, 
and  to  allow  time  for  the 
Council  to  discuss  the 
committee/panel  Issues 
and  recommendations. 
Background  briefings 
planned  are  Identified 
under  the  appropriate 
committee  or  panel 
name.) 

l;S0p.m _  Committee  on  Energy 

Technology  and  Space 
Propulsion  (Proposed  to 
be  changed  to  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Space  Prc^ulsion 
and  Power)  — Space  Pro¬ 
pulsion  and  Power  Re¬ 
port 


2:30  p.m _  Committee  on  Guidance, 

Control  and  Information 
Systems — ^Flight  Com¬ 
puter  Software  Plan 

4:15pjn _  Panel  on  General  Aviation 

Technology 

3 :30  p.m -  Panel  on  Space  Vehicles — 

Critique  of  Outlook  for 
S  p  a  c  e— Xong-Duratlon 
Exposure  Facility 
(LDEF)  Review 

5:15  p.m _  Panel  on  Research 

NovniBXB  7,  1975 

Committee  and  Panel  Reports  (Continued) 

8:00  a.m _ _  Committee  on  Materials 

and  Structures 

8:45  ajtn -  Panel  on  Aeronautical  Op¬ 

erating  Systems 

9:80  p.m - -  Committee  cm  Aerody¬ 

namics  and  Configura¬ 
tions 

10:15  a JU _  Committee  on  Aeronauti¬ 


cal  Propulsion — NASA’s 
Involvement  In  Future 
Engine  Development 
Programs — Report  on 
Activities  of  Ad  Hoc 
Panel  on  Jet  Engine  Hy- 
drocarbcm  Fuels 

11:15  ajn.  Council  Deliberations  and 

Preparation  of  Report  to 
NASA  (Purpose:  To  al¬ 
low  time  for  the  Coimcll 
to  categorize  and  docu¬ 
ment  recommendations 
and  observations  to  be 
reported  to  NASA.) 


NOTICES 

NovEMasa  6, 1975 — Continued 
rime  Topic 

2:00  p.ni.  Informal  Council  Report 

to  NASA  (Purpose:  The 
Council  will  report  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  senior 
NASA  officials,  and  other 
highlights  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  discussed.) 

3:30  pjn.  Adjournment 

William  W.  Snavely, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Af~ 
fairs.  National  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Administration. 

October  15. 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-28140  FUed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 

[Notice  75-83] 

SPACE  SCIENCE  STEERING  COMMITTEE, 
AD  HOC  ADVISORY  SUBCOMMITTEE  TO 
REVIEW  THE  PHASE  1  DERNITION 
STUDIES  OF  THE  SOLAR  MAXIMUM 
MISSION  PAYLOAD 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  NASA  Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Space  Science  Steering 
Committee  to  review  the  Phase  1  Defini¬ 
tion  Studies  of  the  Solar  Maximum  Mis¬ 
sion  Payload  will  meet  at  the  Goddard 
Space  Flight  Center  in  Greenbelt,  Mary¬ 
land  on  November  4,  5  and  8,  1975.  The 
meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  200  in 
Building  26  from  9:00  am  to  5:00  pm 
on  4  and  5  November  and  from  9:00  am 
to  12:30  pm  cm  6  November.  Tlie  Sub¬ 
committee  will  evaluate  the  results  of 
the  Solar  Maximum  Mission  (SMM)  Ex¬ 
periment  Phase  1  Definition  Studies  and 
will  recommend  an  experiment  comple¬ 
ment  which  will  achieve  the  primary  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  SMM  mission.  Through¬ 
out  the  Subcommittee  sessions,  the  pro¬ 
fessional  qualifications  of  the  proposers 
and  their  potential  scientific  cmxtribu- 
tions  to  the  Solar  Maximum  Mlssitm  as 
well  as  the  merits  of  their  proposed  in¬ 
struments  will  be  candidly  discussed  and 
appraised. 

Discussion  of  these  matters  in  a  public 
session  would  invade  the  privacy  of  the 
Principal  Investigators  and  the  other 
individuals  involved.  The  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  members  of  the  public. 

Since  the  Subcommittee  session  will 
be  conco-ned  throughout  with  matters 
listed  in  5  DSC  552(b)(6),  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  session  will  be  closed 
to  the  public. 

For  further  information  please  contact 
Dr.  Adrienne  F.  Timothy  at  202-755- 
8490. 

WWJAM  W.  Snavelt, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs. 

October  15.  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-28217  FUed  10-17-75;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts 

FEDERAL-STATE  PARTNERSHIP 
ADVISORY  PANEL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  meeting  of  the  Federal-State  Partner¬ 
ship  Advisory  Panel  to  the  National 
Council  on  the  Arts  will  be  held  on  No¬ 
vember  5,  6,  and  7, 1975  from  9:30  ajn.- 
5  p.m.  Chi  November  5,  this  Panel  will 
meet  in  the  banquet  room  of  the  Per¬ 
forming  Arts  Center  in  Milwaukee,  Wis¬ 
consin;  on  November  6,  in  the  Wing- 
spread  Conference  Cwiter  in  Racine, 
Wisconsin;  on  November  7,  in  the  board 
room  of  the  Performing  Arts  Center,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wisconsin. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  on  Novonber  5  and  6  from 
9:30  am.-5  pm.  on  a  q;>ace  available 
basis.  Accommodations  are  limited.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  open  session  on  November  5,  Re¬ 
gional  Prc^ram,  Program  Devel(:g>ment, 
and  Services  to  the  Field  win  be  dis¬ 
cussed;  on  Novemb^  6.  Basic  State. 
Grants,  Community  Development,  Gen¬ 
eral  Programs,  and  General  Discussion. 
Each  discussion  will  open  witti  puiel- 
coordinator-staff  participation.  The 
Chairman  will  open  up  the  discussion  to 
guests  at  the  appropriate  point.  Douglas 
Richards  will  present  a  report  at  the  No¬ 
vember  5  Regional  discussion. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  on  November  7  from  9:30  a.m.-5  p.m. 
are  fm*  the  purpose  of  Panel  review,  dis¬ 
cussion,  evaluation,  and  recommendation 
on  applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  including  discussion  of  infor¬ 
mation  given  in  confidence  to  the  agency 
by  grant  applicants.  In  accordance  with 
the  determinaticm  ol  the  Chairman  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  June  16. 
1975,  these  sessions,  which  Involve  mat¬ 
ters  exempt  from  the  requirements  of 
public  disclosure  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552  (b) ,  (4) ,  (5' .  and  (6) )  wUl  not 
be  open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Sims,  Advlscvy  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts.  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6377. 

Robert  M.  Sims, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Nom 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

[FR  DOC.7S-28108  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL  BIOLOGY 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
National  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Panel  for  Environ¬ 
mental  Biology.  Date:  November  6  and  7, 
1975.  Time:  9:00  a.m.  each  day.  Place: 
Rm.  643,  National  Science  Foundation, 
1800  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Type  of  meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  person:  Dr.  Paul  G.  Risser, 
Program  Director  for  Environmental  Bi¬ 
ology,  Rm.  336,  National  Science  Foun¬ 
dation,  Washingtoai,  D.C.  20550,  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  632-7324. 

Purpose  of  advisory  panel:  To  provide 
advice  and  recommendations  concerning 
support  for  research  in  Environmental 
Biology. 

Agenda:  Review  and  evaluate  research 
proposals  that  have  been  assigned  to  the 
Envircaun^tal  Biology  Program. 

Reason  for  closing:  The  proposals  be¬ 
ing  reviewed  contain  Information  of  a 
proprietary  or  confidential  nature.  In¬ 
cluding  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  In¬ 
formation  concerning  iadlvlduals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  proposals.  These  matters 
are  within  the  exemptions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552(b),  (4),  (6), and  (6). 

Authority  to  close  meeting:  A  determi¬ 
nation  was  made  on  February  21,  1975, 
by  the  Director  of  the  National  Science 
Foundation  piursuant  to  provisions  of 
Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Gail  A.  McHknry, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

October  15, 1975. 

[FB  Doc.75-28145  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-488,  8TN  50-489,  STN 
50-490] 

DUKE  t>OWER  CO. 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  for  Perkins  Nuclear  Station,  Units 
1, and  3 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
regulations  In  10  CFR  Part  51,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  that  the  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  prepared  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Reg¬ 
ulation,  related  to  the  proposed  Perkins 
Nuclear  Station,  Units  1,  2,  and  3.  by 
Duke  Power  Company  to  be  located  In 
Davie  County,  North  Carolina,  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  by  the  public  In  the 
Cqpmnlsslon’s  Public  Document  Room  at 
1717  H  Street,  N.W^  Washington,  D.C. 
and  In  the  Davie  County  Public  Library, 


461  N.  Main  Street,  P.O.  Box  158,  Mocks- 
ville.  North  Carolina.  The  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  Is  also  being  made 
available  at  the  Office  of  Intergovern¬ 
mental  Relations,  116  West  Jones  Street, 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina,  and  at  the  Pied¬ 
mont  Triad  Council  of  Governments, 
P.O.  Box  8945,  6506  W.  Friendly  Avenue, 
Greensboro,  North  Carolina. 

The  notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  for  the  Per¬ 
kins  Nuclear  Station,  Units  1,  2,  and  3, 
and  requests  for  comments  from  inter¬ 
ested  persons  was  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  May  9,  1975  (40  FR 
20370).  The  comments  received  from 
Federal,  State,  local  and  Interested  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  have  been  Included  as 
appendices  to  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement. 

Copies  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  (Docmnent  No.  NUREG-75/ 
088  may  be  purchased,  $7.50  for  printed 
copies  and  $2.25  for  microfiche,  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Serv¬ 
ice,  Springfield,  Va.  22161. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this 
15th  day  of  October  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regiilatory  Commis- 


Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  4,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 

[FB  Doc.75-28194  FUed  10-17-76:8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  THE 
ARCHITECT-ENGINEER  BALANCE  OF 
PLANT 

Meeting  Cancellation 

The  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Reactm  Safeguards  Subcommittee 
on  the  Architect-Engineer  Balance  of 
Plant,  orlglnsdly  scheduled  for  October  8, 
1975  and  subsequently  rescheduled  for 
October  24, 1975  Is  beli«  postponed.  No¬ 
tices  were  published  at  40  FR  43779,  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1975  and  40  FR  44894,  Sep¬ 
tember  30, 1975.  A  new  time  and  date  for 
the  meeting  will  be  announced  when  a 
firm  schedule  has  been  established. 

Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

John  C.  Hotle, 
Advisor]/  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[FB  Doc.78-2a090  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-528,  STN  60-529, 
and  STN  50-530] 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY,  ET 
AL.  (PALO  VERDE  NUCLEAR  GENERAT¬ 
ING  STATION,  UNITS  1,  2.  AND  3) 

Availability  of  Safety  Evaluation  Report 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Office 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  has  pub¬ 
lished  Its  Safety  Evaluation  Report  rm 
the  proposed  construction  of  the  Palo 
Verde  Nuclear  Generating  Station,  Uxfits 
1,  2  and  3,  to  be  located  in  Maricopa 


County,  Arizona.  Notice  of  receipt  of  the 
application  filed  by  Arizona  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Company,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  five 
joint  applicants,  the  Salt  River  Project 
Agricultural  Improvement  and  Power 
District,  Tucson  Gas  &  Electric  Company, 
El  Paso  Electric  Company,  Public  Service 
Company  of  New  Mexico,  and  Arizona 
Electric  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.,  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  Palo  Verde  Nu¬ 
clear  Generating  Station,  Units  1,  2  and 
3  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  October  22, 1974  (39  FR  37527) . 

This  application  has  been  filed  utiliz¬ 
ing  the  “reference  system’’  option  of  the 
Commission’s  standardization  policy  for 
nucelar  power  plants,  wherein  a  standard 
design  that  Involves  a  major  fraction  of 
a  nuclear  facility  may  be  referenced  in 
license  applications.  This  supplication  ref¬ 
erences  the  standard  nuclear  steam  sup¬ 
ply  system  design  of  Combustion  Engi¬ 
neering’s  Standard  Safety  Analysis  Re¬ 
port  (CnESSAR) ,  Docket  No.  STN  50-470, 
which  Is  currently  imder  staff  review. 

The  Safety  Evaluation  Report  for  the 
Palo  Verde  Nuclear  Generating  Station 
Is  being  referred  to  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  and  Is 
being  made  avallsdile  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Phoe¬ 
nix  labile  Library,  Science  and  Industry 
Division,  12  East  McDowell  Road,  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Arizona  85004,  for  inspection  and 
cop3dng.  The  report  (Docum^t  No. 
NUREG-75/098)  can  also  be  purchased, 
at  currait  rates,  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  Spring- 
field,  Virginia  22161. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  10th 
day  of  October  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ralph  A.  Birkbl, 
Acting  Chief.  Light  Water  Reac¬ 
tors,  Project  Branch  1-3.  Di¬ 
vision  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[FB  Doc.75-28088  Filed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-282,  60-306] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO.  (PRAIRIE 
ISLAND  NUCLEAR  GENERATING  PLANT, 
UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Postponement  of  Evidentiary  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  on  the  steam  generator 
tube  Integrity  issue,  previously  scheduled 
to  cmnmence  on  October  28. 1975  (see  FR 
Doc.  75-26181,  40  FR  45237,  October  1. 
1975) ,  has  been  postponed  to  a  date  to 
be  later  determined  by  the  Appeal  Board. 
Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board. 

Margaret  K  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the 
App^  Board. 

[FB  Doc.75-28089  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 
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ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS.  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 
THE  PILGRIM  NUCLEAR  POWER  STA¬ 
TION,  UNIT  2 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
Sections  29  and  182b.  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232b.).  the 
ACRS  Subcommittee  on  the  Pilgrim  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Station,  Unit  2,  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  November  4, 1975  in  the  Blue 
Room  of  Memorial  Hall,  Plymouth,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting 
is  to  develop  Information  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  ACRS  in  its  review  of  the 
application  of  Boston  Edison  Company, 
et  al.,  for  a  permit  to  construct  this  nu¬ 
clear  power  plant.  The  facility  is  located 
on  the  western  shore  of  Cape  Cod  Bay 
in  the  Town  of  Plymouth.  The  site  is 
about  4.4  miles  east-southeast  of  the 
center  of  the  Town  of  Plymouth,  and 
is  about  38  miles  southeast  of  Boston, 
Massachusetts. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Tuesday,  November  4,  1975,  8:30  a.m. 
The  Subcommittee  will  meet  in  closed 
Executive  Session,  with  any  of  its  con¬ 
sultants  who  may  be  present,  to  ex¬ 
change  opinions  and  discuss  preliminary 
views  and  recommendations  of  Subcom¬ 
mittee  members  relating  to  the  above 
evaluation. 

9:00  a.m.  until  the  conclusion  of  i>usi~ 
ness.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet  in 
open  session  to  hear  presentations  by 
representatives  of  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  (NRC)  Staff  and  Bos¬ 
ton  Edison  Company  and  their  consiilt- 
ants  and  will  hold  discussions  with  these 
G^roups  pertinent  to  its  review  of  the 
application  of  Boston  Edison,  et  aJ..  for 
a  permit  to  construct  this  plant. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  open  ses¬ 
sion,  the  Subcommittee  may  caucus  in 
a  brief,  closed  session  to  determine 
whether  the  matters  identified  in  the  ini¬ 
tial  closed  session  have  been  adequately 
covered  and  whether  the  project  is  ready 
for  review  by  the  full  Committee.  During 
this  session.  Subcommittee  members  and 
consultants  will  discuss  their  final 
opinions  and  recommendations  on  these 
matters.  Upon  conclusion  of  this  caucus, 
the  Subcommittee  will  meet  again  in 
brief  open  session  to  announce  its 
determination. 

In  addition  to  these  closed  deliberative 
sessions,  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Sub¬ 
committee  to  hold  one  or  more  closed 
sessions  for  the  purpose  of  exploring  with 
the  NRC  Staff  and  the  Applicant  matters 
involving  proprietary  information,  par¬ 
ticularly  with  regard  to  specific  features 
of  the  plant  design  and  plans  related  to 
plant  security. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  conduct  the  above 
closed  sessions  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  kitemal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee’s  delibera¬ 
tive  process  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) )  and  to 
protect  confidential  proprietary  or  plant 
security  information  (5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
(4)).  Separation  of  factual  material 
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from  individuals’  advice,  opinions  and 
recommendations  while  (dosed  Executive 
Sessions  are  in  progress  is  considered 
impractical. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule.  The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting 
in  «  manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  busi¬ 
ness,  including  provisions  to  carry  over 
an  incompleted  open  session  from  one 
day  to  the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Perscms  wishing  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  statements  regarding  the  agenda 
items  may  do  so  by  providing  15  copies 
to  the  Subcommittee  at  the  beginning  of 
the  meeting.  Comments  should  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  safety  related  areas  within  the 
Committee’s  purview. 

Persons  desiring  to  mail  written  com¬ 
ments  may.  do  so  by  sending  a  readily 
reproducible  copy  thereof  in  time  for 
consideration  at  this  meeting.  Comments 
postmarked  no  later  than  October  28, 
1975  to  Mr.  G.  Quittschreiber,  ACRS, 
NRC,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  will  nor¬ 
mally  be  received  in  time  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  at  this  meeting. 

Background  information  concerning 
items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting  can 
be  found  in  dociunents  on  file  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  NRC 
PubUc  Document  Room,  1717  H  St.,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the 
Plymouth  Public  Library,  North  Street, 
Plymouth.  MA  02360. 

(b)  Those  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
oral  statement  at  the  meeting  should 
make  a  written  request  to  do  so.  iden¬ 
tifying  the  topics  and  desired  presenta¬ 
tion  time  so  that  appropriate  arrange¬ 
ments  can  be  made.  The  Committee  will 
receive  oral  statements  on  topics  relevant 
to  the  Conunlttee’s  pxirview  at  an  appro¬ 
priate  time  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee. 

(ci  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportimity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on 
November  3,  1975  to  the  Office  of  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  Committee 
(telephone  202/634-1374,  Attn:  Mr.  Q. 
Quittschreiber)  between  8:15  a.m.  and 
5:00  pm..EST. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propounded 
only  by  members  of  the  Subcommittee 
an(l  its  consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  i^scial  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
Interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  wUl  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not, 
however,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is 
in  session. 

(f)  Persons  with  agreonents  or  orders 
permitting  access  to  proprietary  infor¬ 
mation.  other  than  idant  security  in¬ 
formation,  may  attend  portions  of  ACRS 
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meetings  where  this  material  is  being 
discussed  upon  confirmaticm  that  such 
sigreements  are  effective  and  relate  to 
the  material  being  discussed. 

The  Executive  Director  of  the  ACRS 
should  be  informed  of  sucdi  an  agree¬ 
ment  at  least  three  working  days  prior 
to  the  meeting  so  that  the  agreement 
can  be  confirmed  and  a  determination 
can  be  made  regarding  the  applicability 
of  the  agreement  to  the  material  that 
will  be  discussed  during  the  meeting. 
Minimum  information  provided  should 
include  information  regarding  the  date 
of  the  agreement,  the  scope  of  material 
included  in  the  agreement,  the  project 
or  projects  involved,  and  the  names  and 
titles  of  the  persons  signing  the  agree¬ 
ment.  Additional  information  may  be  re¬ 
quested  to  identify  the  specific  agree¬ 
ment  involved.  A  copy  of  the  executed 
agreement  should  be  provided  to  Mr.  G. 
Quittschreiber.  of  the  ACRS  Office,  prior 
to  the  beginni^  of  the  meeting. 

(g)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  cm  or  after  Novem¬ 
ber  11, 1975  at  the  NRC  Public  Docximent 
Room,  1717  H  St.  N.W.,  Wash.,  D.C. 
20555,  and  at  the  Plymoxith  Public  Li¬ 
brary.  North  Street,  Plymouth,  MA 
02360.  Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  made  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  NRC  Public  Document  Room. 
1717  H  St.,  N.W..  Wash.,  D.C.  20555  after 
February  4, 1976.  C!oi^es  may  be  obtained 
upon  payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

Dated:  October  16, 1975. 

John  C.  Hotle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FB  Doc.75-28343  FUed  l(i-17-75;9:36  sm] 

OFFICE  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
REGISTER 

INFLATION  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 

Certification  Language  and  Form 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  inform 
Federal  agencies  of  standard  langiu«e  to 
be  used  for  InfiaUon  Impact  Certifica¬ 
tion  and  to  revise  draft  instructkms  pre¬ 
viously  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  23,  1975  (40  FR  26312). 

Executive  OrdCT  No.  11821  (39  FR 
41501)  November  29,  1974)  requires  all 
executive  branch  agencies  to  prepare 
evaluations  of  the  Infiatlonary  impact  of 
major  proposals  for  legislation  and  for 
the  promulgation  of  regulations  and 
rules. 

The  Executive  order  requires  that 
major  prc^xisals  “be  accompanied  by  a 
statonent  which  certifies  that  the  infla¬ 
tionary  impact  of  the  pn^xisal  has  been 
evaluated.”  It  makes  no  requirement  on 
proposals  which  are  detmnined  not 
major. 

To  this  end,  it  is  important  first  that 
appropriate  documents  clearly  announce 
that  proper  consideration  has  been  given 
to  the  potential  Inflationary  impact  of  a 
major  regulation.  Second,  it  is  Important 
that  interested  parties  have  a  way  of 
finding  out  that  such  a  certification 
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exists.  To  achieve  these  purposes,  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Federal  Register  and  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  each  Federal  agency  shall 
use  the  following  standard  certification 
language. 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  infiationary  effects  of  this  proposal  have 
been  carefully  evaluated  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  No.  11821. 

To  facilitate  the  finding  of  each  state¬ 
ment  within  a  document,  such  statement 
shall  be  placed  immediately  above  the 
signature  of  the  authorizing  official.  A 
sample  excerpt  of  a  t3a>ed  document  fol¬ 
lows  which  shows  the  proper  placement 
of  the  certification  language. 

FEDERAL  TRADE  CX>MMISSION 
[leCFRPart  444] 

CREDIT  PRACTICES 
Proposed  Trade  Regulation 

The  purpose  of  this  document  *  *  • 
Authority:  *  •  •  . 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  econcHnic 
and  infiationary  impacts  of  this  proposed 
regulation  have  been  carefully  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
11821. 

John  Burton  Holmes, 
Secretary. 

After  Federal  agencies  have  begun  to 
Implement  this  recommendation,  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Federal  Register  plans  to 
establish  in  the  Federal  Register  a  find¬ 
ing  aid  that  will  make  it  easy  for  users 
to  determine  when  an  agency  has  made 
an  inflation  impact  certification. 

Persons  with  comments  or  questions 
concerning  this  announcement  may  di¬ 
rect  them  to  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register,  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service,  Gtoieral  Services  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20408. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Fred  J.  Emery, 

Director  of  the  Federal  Register. 

[FR  Doc.75-28134  FUed  10-17-75:8:46  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Rel.  No.  8986;  811-1019] 

AID  INVESTMENT  FUND,  INC. 

Filing  of  Application 

October  14,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  AID  In¬ 
vestment  Fund,  Inc.  (“Applicant”),  701 
5th  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50304,  an 
open-end,  diversified,  management  in¬ 
vestment  company  registered  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (the 
“Act”) ,  filed  an  application  on  June  23, 
1975,  and  an  amendment  thereto  on  Sep¬ 
tember  22, 1975,  pursuant  to  Section  8(f) 
of  the  Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  declaring  that  Applicant  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company  as  defined 
in  the  Act.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  iqipUcation  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 


representations  contained  therein,  which 
are  summarized  below. 

Applicant,  organized  under  the  laws  of 
Maryland  in  1960,  registered  under  the 
Act  in  January  of  1961.  At  such  time  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  filed  a  Registration  State¬ 
ment  (“Registration  Stat«nent”)  on 
Form  S-5  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  (“1933  Act”) ,  offering  for  sale  700,- 
000  shares  of  its  capital  stock.  As  of 
March  14, 1975,  78,902  of  such  shares  had 
been  sold. 

On  March  26,  1975,  shareholders  of 
Applicant  adopted  a  Plan  of  Liquidation 
and  Dissolution.  Pursuant  thereto.  Ar¬ 
ticles  of  Dissolution  were  filed  on  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  behalf  pursuant  to  the  Mary¬ 
land  General  Corporation  Law,  and  on 
June  2,  1975,  the  State  Department  of 
Assessments  and  Taxation  approved  and 
filed  same.  Thus,  under  Maryland  law. 
Applicant  has  been  dissolved,  subject  to 
continuing  its  corporate  existence  for  the 
purpose  of  winding  up  its  business  and 
affairs. 

On  March  17,  1975,  Applicant  filed  a 
Post-Effective  Amendment  1975-2  to  the 
Registration  Statement,  for  the  purpose 
of  deregistering  the  621,098  unsold  shares 
covered  by  such  Registration  Statement. 
On  March  25,  1975,  such  post-effective 
amendment  was  declared  effective  and 
said  shares  deregistered. 

Subsequent  to  the  adoption  of  its  Plan 
of  Liquidation  and  Dissolution,  and  imtil 
its  dissolution  on  June  2, 1975,  Applicant 
continued  to  honor  requests  for  r^emp- 
tion  of  shares  by  shareholders  at  the 
regular  net  asset  value  thereof.  Si*se- 
quent  to  such  dissolution,  and  to  the  date 
of  the  application.  Applicant  has  paid 
out  the  liquidating  distributions  payable 
to  all  shareholders  of  record  on  the  date 
of  dissolution,  except  for  three  share¬ 
holders  who  have  not  surrendered  their 
stock  certificates  and  ten  shar^olders 
whose  current  addresses  are  unknown  to 
the  Applicant.  These  13  shareholders 
hold  436.5  shares,  having  an  approxi¬ 
mate  net  asset  value  of  $4.03  each,  or  an 
aggregate  of  approximately  $1,761.  The 
directors  of  Applicant,  as  statutory  liq¬ 
uidating  trustees,  will  continue  for  a 
period  of  three  years  as  required  by 
Maryland  law  to  locate  such  sharehold¬ 
ers  for  purposes  of  making  final  dis- 
tributlcn. 

Thus,  Applicant  represents  that  it  has 
less  than  100  shareholders,  owns  no  secu¬ 
rities,  is  not  making  and  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  make  a  public  offering  of  its  se¬ 
curities,  and  under  state  law  has  been 
dissolved. 

Section  3(c)(1)  of  the  Act  excepts 
from  the  definition  of  an  investment 
company  any  issuer  whose  outstanding 
securities  are  beneficially  owned  by  not 
more  than  100  persons  and  which  is  not 
malting  and  does  not  presently  pn^xise 
to  make  a  public  offering  of  its  securities. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Cmnmis- 
sion  upon  application,  finds  that  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  c(»npeny  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company.  It  shall  so 
declare  by  order  and,  upon  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  such  order,  the  registration  of 


such  company  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  Is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1975  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commi^ion 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Cwnmission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (airmail 
if  the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  Applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an  attomey-at- 
law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  applicatlcm  will 
be  issued  by  the  Commission  as  of  course 
following  said  date,  unless  the  Commis¬ 
sion  thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered  will  receive  any  notices  and  orders 
Issued  in  this  matter,  including  the  date 
of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  post¬ 
ponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-28112  Filed  10-17-76:8:45  am] 


(Rel.  No.  8984;  812-3865] 

AMCAP  FUND.  INC.,  ET  AL 
Notice  of  Application  for  Exemption 
October  14, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  AMCAP 
Fund,  Inc.,  American  Mutual  Fund,  Inc., 
The  Bond  Fund  of  America,  Inc.,  The 
Growth  Fund  of  America,  Inc.,  The  In- 
cmne  Fund  of  America,  Inc.,  The  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  of  America,  New  Perspec¬ 
tive  Fund,  Inc.,  and  Washington  Mutual 
Investors  Fund,  Inc.  (herein  collectiv^y 
referred  to  as  the  “Funds”  and  each  in¬ 
dividually  as  a  “Fund”),  and  American 
Fund  of  Government  Securities.  Inc. 
(“AFGS”),  each  of  which  is  registered 
as  an  open-end  investment  company  un¬ 
der  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(the  “Act”)  and  American  Funds  Dis¬ 
tributors.  Inc.  (“AFD”)  (collectively  re¬ 
ferred  to  with  the  Funds  and  AFGS  as 
the  “Applicants”)  611  West  Sixth  Street, 
Los  An^es,  California  90017,  have  filed 
an  application  for  an  order  (1)  pursuant 
to  Section  11(a)  of  the  Act  to  permit  the 
Funds  to  offer  to  exchange  their  shares 
for  shares  of  AFGS  on  a  basis  other  than 
their  relative  net  asset  value  pa:  share  at 
the  time  of  the  exchange  and  (2)  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  grant- 
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ing  exemptions  from  Section  22(d)  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  22d-l  thereunder  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such  exchanges.  AU  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Commission  fmr  & 
stat^ent  of  the  representations  con¬ 
tained  therein,  which  are  smnmarized 
below. 

AFD,  as  principal  imderwriter  for  each 
of  the  Funds  and  AFGS,  maintains  a 
continuous  public  offering  of  the  shares 
of  each  of  the  Funds  and  AFOS  at  their 
respective  net  asset  values,  plus  a  sales 
charge.  The  maximum  sales  charge  for 
each  of  the  Funds  is  8.5%  on  purchases 
of  less  than  015,000;  the  sales  charge  is 
reduced  on  larger  purchases.  Shares  of 
each  of  the  Funds  may  be  exchanged  for 
shares  of  any  of  the  other  Funds  on  the 
basis  of  the  relative  net  asset  value  per 
share  at  the  time  of  the  exchange  with¬ 
out  a  sales  or  other  charge.  The  maxi¬ 
mum  sales  charge  for  AFGS  is  1.75%  on 
purchases  of  less  than  $15,000;  the  sales 
charge  is  reduced  on  larger  purchases. 

Each  of  the  Funds  proposes  to  offer  its 
shares  to  shareholders  of  AFGS  in  ex¬ 
change  for  shares  of  AFGS  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  bases:  (1)  Shares  of  AFGS  which 
were  acquired  through  a  share  exchange 
or  acquired  as  a  result  of  the  reinvest¬ 
ment  of  dividends  or  distributions  will 
be  exchanged  for  shtures  of  any  of  the 
Funds  on  the  basis  of  their  relative  net 
asset  value  per  share  at  the  time  of  the 
exchange;  (2)  Shares  of  AFGS  acquired 
other  than  through  a  share  exchange  or 
reinvestment  of  dividends  or  distribu¬ 
tions  will  be  exchanged  for  shares  of  any 
of  the  Funds  on  the  basis  of  their  relative 
net  asset  value  per  share  at  the  time  of 
the  exchange,  plus  the  sales  charge  de¬ 
scribed  In  the  prospect\is  of  each  of  the 
Funds  (maximum  8.5% ) ,  less  an  amount 
equal  to  the  sales  charge  previously  paid 
on  the  AFGS  shares  being  exchanged.  As 
a  result,  a  shareholder  acquiring  shares 
of  one  of  the  Funds  through  exchange  of 
shares  of  AFGS  would  pay  approximately 
the  same  overall  sales  charge  that  he 
would  have  paid  had  he  directly  pur¬ 
chased  the  same  niunber  of  shares  of  one 
of  the  Funds. 

With  shareholders  of  the  Funds  hav¬ 
ing  the  right  to  exchange  their  shares 
for  shares  of  AFGS  without  payment  of 
any  sales  charges,  a  shareholder  who  ac¬ 
quired  his  shares  of  a  Fund  by  way  of  an 
exchange  of  shares  of  AFGS  would  be 
able  to  re-exchange  the  shares  of  the 
Fund  for  shares  of  AFGS  at  net  asset 
vfdue  since  such  shareholder  would  have 
paid  a  normal  sales  charge  on  the  shares 
of  the  Fund  when  he  had  previously  ex¬ 
changed  AIOS  shares  for  shares  of  the 
Fund.  No  further  sales  charges  would  be 
assessed  on  any  future  exchange  of  the 
shares  so  acquired.  No  reftmd  of  sales 
charges  will  be  made  on  any  of  the  ex¬ 
changes  permitted  hereunder. 

In  the  event  a  shareholder  desires  to 
exchange  only  a  portion  of  his  shares  of 
AFGS,  those  shares  which  may  be  ex¬ 
changed  at  relative  net  asset  value  with¬ 
out  sales  charge  will  be  exchanged  first. 
The  remaining  shares  to  be  exchanged 
will  be  selected  from  those  shares  which 
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are  entitled  to  be  exchanged  iq)on  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  lowest  additional  sales 
charge.  For  example,  if  a  shareholder 
who  desirwl  to  exchange  1,000  shares  of 
AFGS  owned  2,000  shares  of  AFGS  on 
which  he  had  paid  a  sales  charge  of 
1.75%  and  250  shares  of  AFGS  which 
had  been  acquired  upon  the  reinvest¬ 
ment  of  dividends,  the  shares  to  be  ex¬ 
changed  and  the  sales  charge  due  would 
be  as  follows:  250  shares  would  be  ex¬ 
changed  at  net  asset  value  and  the  re¬ 
maining  750  shares  would  be  exchanged 
upon  the  payment  of  sales  charge  of 
8.5%  less  the  sales  charge  paid  on  the 
750  shares  at  the  time  they  were  ac¬ 
quired.  If,  because  of  rights  of  acciunu- 
lation  at  the  time  of  the  exchange,  the 
shareholder  would  be  entitled  to  directly 
purchase  shares  of  the  Fund  to  be  ac¬ 
quired  at  a  lower  sales  charge,  he  will  be 
assessed  the  lower  sales  charge  less  the 
sales  charge  previously  paid. 

Section  11(a)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
registered  open-end  investment  company 
or  any  principal  imderwriter  for  such 
cmnpany  to  make  or  cause  to  be  made 
an  offer  to  the  holdqr  of  a  security  of 
such  company  or  <rf  any  other  open-end 
investment  company  to  exchange  said 
security  for  a  security  in  the  same  or 
another  such  company  on  any  basis  other 
than  the  relative  net  asset  values  of  the 
respective  securities  to  be  exchanged,  im- 
less  the  terms  of  the  offer  have  first  been 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  no  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  or  principal  underwriter  thereof 
shall  sell  any  r^eemable  security  issued 
by  such  company  to  any  person  except 
either  to  or  throiigh  a  principal  imder¬ 
writer  for  distribution  or  at  a  current 
public  offering  price  described  in  the 
prospectus.  The  sales  charge  described 
in  the  prospectus  of  each  of  the  Funds 
and  AFGS  differs  from  and  may  be 
greater  than  the  sales  charge  which 
would  be  applicable  to  the  proposed  ex¬ 
change  offer. 

Applicants  state  that  the  purpose  of 
the  proposed  exchange-offer  is  to  permit 
a  shareholder  of  AfKIS  who  changes  his 
investment  objective  to  change  his  in¬ 
vestment  to  a  different  investment  com¬ 
pany  without  paying  the  full  sales  charge 
otherwise  applicable.  It  Is  submitted  by 
Applicants  that  the  exchange  offer  to 
shareholders  of  AFGS  cannot  be  made 
at  the  relative  net  asset  value  of  the 
Fund  to  be  acquired  because  the  share¬ 
holder  of  AFGS  would  have  paid  sub¬ 
stantially  less  sales  charges  on  his  in¬ 
vestment  than  similarly  situated  in¬ 
vestors  in  the  Fund  to  be  acquired.  Ap¬ 
plicants  further  submit  that  if  shares  of 
the  Funds  could  be  acquired  by  a  share¬ 
holder  of  AFGS  at  net  asset  value  In  an 
exchange,  it  is  possible  that  the  exdiange 
would  be  in  vlcdatimi  of  Section  22(d)  of 
the  Act  since  an  investor  would  be  aUe 
to  purchase  shares  of  one  of  the  Funds  at 
a  sales  charge  other  than  that  described 
in  its  prospectus  mertiy  by  purchasing 
shares  of  AFGS  and  subsequently  ex- 
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changing  those  shares  at  net  asset  value 
for  shares  of  one  of  the  Funds. 

Section  6(c)  provides,  in  part,  that 
the  Commission,  by  order  upon  applica¬ 
tion,  may  conditionally  or  uncondition¬ 
ally  '  exempt  any  person,  security,  or 
transaction  or  any  class  of  persons,  se¬ 
curities,  or  transactions  from  any  pro¬ 
vision  or  provisions  of  the  Act  and  the 
Rules  promulgated  thereunder,  if  aiKl  to 
the  extent  such  exemption  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protectioh  of  inves¬ 
tors  and  the  purposes  fairly  intended  by 
the  policy  and  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given,  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1975,  at  5:30  pm.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  re¬ 
quest,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commi^on 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Appli¬ 
cants  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  the  case 
of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with  the 
request.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-6  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  will  be  issued  as  of  course  fol¬ 
lowing  November  10,  1975,  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
own  motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing,  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  notice  of  further  de¬ 
velopments  in  this  matter,  including  the 
date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  FirzsnaiONS, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28113  FUed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 


[Bel.  No.  19309;  70-5747] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  SYSTEM.  INC. 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Debentures  at 
Competitive  Bidding 

October  14, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  System,  Inc.  (“Columbia”). 
20  Montchanin  Road,  Wilmington.  Del¬ 
aware  19807,  a  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany,  has  filed  a  declaration  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Util¬ 
ity  Holding  Cmnpany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) . 
designating  Sections  6(a)  and  7  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  50  promulgated  thereunder 
as  applicable  to  the  following  proposed 
transaction.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  declaration,  which  is  sum¬ 
marized  below,  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  pr(g>osed  transaction. 
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Columbia  proposes  to  Issue  and  sen,  for  such  request,  and  the  Issue  of  fact  or  by  and  carried  out  under  the  Agreement 
subject  to  the  competitive  bidding  re-  law  raised  by  said  declaration  which  he  (Investment  Company  Act  Release  No. 
quirements  of  Rule  50  under  the  Act,  up  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request  8795) .  Applicant  represents  that  the 
to  $75,000,000  principal  amotmt  of  — %  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Ctmunission  Agreement  was  approved  by  the  holders 
debentures  due  Novanber  1995.  The  in-  should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  of  two-thirds  of  its  shares  at  a  Special 
terest  rate  of  the  debentures  (which  shall  request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary!  Meeting  held  on  June  10, 1975. 
be  a  multiple  of  of  1%)  and  the  price,  Seciurities  and  Exchange  Omnmission,  Applicant  further  represents  that  all 
exclusive  of  accrued  interest,  to  be  paid  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  stich  of  its  shares  of  Chemical,  received  pur- 
toColiunbia  (which  shall  be  not  less  than  request  should  be  served  personally  or  suant  to  the  Agreement,  have  been  dis- 
98*/2%  nor  more  than  101%%  of  the  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  tributed  to  its  former  ^areholders  who 
principal  amount  thereof) ,  will  be  deter-  served  is  located  more  than  500  miles  have  surrendered  their  shares  of  Appli- 
mined  by  the  competitive  bidding.  The  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  de-  cant  Applicant  also  states  that  its  only 
debentures  will  be  issued  under  an  In-  eluant  at  the  above-stated  address,  and  present  assets  consist  of  approximately 
denture  between  Columbia  and  Morgan  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  $4,000  in  cash  and  the  rights  to  tax  re- 
Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  New  York,  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  fimds  of  approximately  $36,000  from  the 
Trustee,  dated  as  of  June  1, 1961,  as  here-  should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any  Internal  Revenue  Service  and  the  State 
tofore  supplemented  by  various  inden-  time  after  said  date,  the  declaration,  as  of  Maine  expected  to  be  received  in  the 
tures  and  as  to  be  further  supplemented  filed  or  as  it  may  amended,  may  be  fall  of  1975.  Applicant  represents  that 
by  a  Twenty-Fourth  Supplemental  In-  permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro-  following  receipt  of  such  refimds  and  the 
denture  to  be  dated  as  of  November  1,  vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules  amd  pa3mient  of  outstanding  liabilities  relat- 
1975.  •  Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  ing  to  accounting  and  legal  matters,  the 

The  supplemental  indenture  will  pro-  or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemption  remaining  cash  will  be  distributed  pro 
hlbit  redemption  of  any  of  the  deben-  from  its  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  rata  to  its  former  shareholders  and  Ap- 
tures  prior  to  Novemb^  1,  1980,  directly  and  160  thereof  or  take  such  other  action  plicant,  which  has  filed  a  Statement  of 
or  indirectly,  with  borrowed  funds,  or  in  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  Intent  to  dissolve  with  the  State  of 
anticipation  of  funds  to  be  borrowed,  hav-  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether  Maine,  will  be  dissolved, 
ing  an  effective  annual  Interest  cost  to  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  no-  Sectiem  8(f)  provides,  in  pertinent 
Columbia  of  less  than  the  effective  an-  tices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matte:,  part,  that  when  the  Commission,  upon 
nual  interest  cost  of  the  debentures  to  Including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ai^lication.  finds  that  a  registered  in- 
Columbia.  The  proposed  debeitures  will  ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof,  vestment  conmany  has  ceased  to  be  an 

be  subject  to  a  sinking  fimd  providing  for  _  tv,*!  _ _ Investment  company,  it  shall  so  declare 

retirement  of  $70,500,000  (94%)  thereof  ^y  order,  and  upon  the  taking  effect  of 

prior  to  maturity  through  annual  pay-  ^  dele-  ^rder  the  registration  of  such  com¬ 
ments  of  $4.700,()00  commencing  in  1980.  auinorny.  pany  shidl  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Columbia  will  also  have  the  non-cumu-  [seal]  (3sorge  A.  Fitzsimmoks,  Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter- 

lative  option  to  redeem  on  any  sinking  Secretary.  ested  pnrson  may,  not  later  than  No¬ 
fund  day,  at  the  then  current  sinking  Doc.75-28ii4  Med  10-17-75; 8: 45  am]  vember  10,  1975  at  5:30  pm.,  submit  to 

fund  redemption  price,  not  than  tjne  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 

$4,700,000  principal  amount  of  this  de-  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 

bentures.  [Rei.  No.  8983;  811-963]  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter- 

The  net  proceeds  fwnn  ttie  sale  of  the  DANA  ASSOCIATES  est,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the 

debentures  will  be  added  to  the  general  -  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to 

funds  of  Columbia  and,  together  with  ruing  or  Application  ^  controverted,  or  he  may  request  that 

other  funds  then  available  and  funds  October  14,  1975.  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall 

thereafter  to  be  goierated  from  <«)era-  Notice  is  hereby  givMi  that  Dana  As-  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com- 
tions,  will  be  used  by  Columbia  to  finance,  gociates  (“Applicant”) ,  52  Marginal  Way  munlcation  should  be  addressed:  Secre- 
among  other  things,  the  renainder  of  Portland,  Maine  04104’ a  Maine  corpora-  tary.  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis- 
its  1975  capital  expenditures  pix^rrau  tjon  registered  under  the  Investment  sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  o1 
and  part  of  the  1976  capital  expenditures  company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”)  as  a  such  request  shall  be  served  personalis 
program  of  Columbia’s  siAsldiary  com-  closed-end,  diversified  Twn-nHgpmoT^t  in-  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  beint 
panies,  which  Involves  expenditures  of  vestment  company,  filed  an  application  served  is  located  more  than  500  mile; 
approximately  $350,000,000.  The  capital  August  5,  1975,  and  an  amendment  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Appli 
expenditures  program  involves  additions  on  September  9,  1975,  pursuant  cant  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proo 

and  improvements  to  the  properties  of  ^  Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  for  an  order  of  such  sorice  (by  affidavit,  or  in  cas( 
the  Columbia  system  necessary  to  explore  Commission  declaring  that  Appli-  of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  certificate) 

for,  produce,  receive,  transport,  store,  has  ceased  to  be  an  investment  shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with  thi 

and  distribute  the  quantities  of  gas  rer  company  as  defined  *  in  the  Act.  All  request.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  tin 
quired  by  the  syston’s  customers.  Oo-  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap-  Rules  and  Regulations  promulgate! 
lumbia  estimates  that  additional  long-  pucation  on  file  with  the  Commission  for  under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  th^ 
term  financing  of  iqi  to  $90,000,000  may  ^  statement  of  the  representations  con-  application  will  be  issued  as  of  cours 
be  required  in  1976  to  complete  this  pro-  therein,  which  are  summarized  following  said  date  unless  the  Commis 

gram.  Such  additional  financing,  to  the  sion  thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  re 

extent  necessary,  will  be  the  subject  Anniirant  statps  that  nn  Jiini»  ii  lavs  quest  or  upon  the  Commission’s  ow; 

future  filings  witix  this  Commission  a  l^mS^lS^^nt  S  ““tion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearln* 

It  is  stated  that  no  State  commis^  (“Agreemenf ’) ,  it  trans-  ^  as  to  whether  a  hearing  1 

and  no  Federal  commission,  other  than  .  rtiomirai  Pimd.  Inc  (“Chemi-  ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  an 

this  Commission,  has  Jurisdiction  over  substantially  all  of  its  portfolio  orders  Issued  in  this  matter,  includin 

the  proposed  transaction.  A  statement  of  -gcuHties  and  cash  or  cash  equivalents  in  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  an 
the  fees,  commissions,  and  expenses  re-  shares  of  Chemical  postponements  thereof. 

fliSf  hS  transaction  is  to  be  ^pyg^nt  further  states  that  the  For  the  Commission,  by  the  Divislo 

riven  that  anv  inter-  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  is-  of  Investment  Management  Regulatioi 
Nouce  is  further  giv^  uiM  any  inter  c  arder  on  May  21, 1975,  pursuant  pureuant  to  delegated  authority.  . 

ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Nr  vifn-  ^  section  17(b)  of  the  Act  exanpting  r<np»Ti  nmvrw  a  riiv^L-i-..„j 
ber  7,  1975,  request  in  writing  tfes  t  a  Applicant  and  Chemical  from  the  provl-  Gzorge  A.  PiTzsnai^, 

hearing  be  hdd  rm  such  matter,  stating  stons  of  Section  17(a>  at  the  Act  with 

the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  respect  to  the  transactions  crmtemplated  IPB  Doc.76-a8ii6  Med  10-17-75:8:46  am] 
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[Rel.  No.  8987;  812-3862] 

FINANCIAL  INTERNATIONAL  CORP. 

ET  AL. 

Filing  of  Application 

October  14, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Financial 
International  Corporation,  a  Delaware 
corporation  (“PIC"),  1701  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006, 
registered  as  a  closed-end  non-diversified 
management  investment  company  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended  (the  “Act”),  Financial  Gen¬ 
eral  Bankshares,  Inc.,  a  Virginia  corpo¬ 
ration  (“PQ”),  1701  Pennsylvania  Ave¬ 
nue,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C.  20006,  a 
bank  holding  company  registered  imder 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of  1956 
(the  “Bank  Holding  Company  Act"). 
Empire  Shares  Corporation,  a  Delaware 
Corporation  (“Empire”),  1701  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C. 
20006,  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  FG 
and  a  registered  bank  holding  company 
under  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act, 
and  Bank  of  Buffalo,  a  New  York  State 
banking  corporation  (“Buffalo"),  17 
Court  Street,  Buffalo.  New  York  14202, 
which  is  a  majority-owned  subsidiary  of 
Empire,  have  filed  an  Application  on 
September  19,  1975  pursuant  to  Section 
17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l  there¬ 
under  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
permitting  the  parties  to  participate  as 
principals  in  a  certain  joint  transaction. 
The  aforementioned  persons  hereinafter 
are  referred  to  collectively  as  “Appli¬ 
cants."  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application  on  file  with  the 
Conunlssion  for  a  statement  of  the  facts 
and  representations  contained  therein 
which  are  summarized  below. 

FIC  is  the  owner  of  402,229  shares 
(7.9%)  of  the  outstanding  common  stock 
of  FG  and  holds  an  irrevocable  proxy 
from  International  Bank,  an  Arizona  cor¬ 
poration  (“IB”) ,  empowering  FIC  to  vote 
an  additional  363,720  shares  (7.1%)  of 
the  outstanding  common  stock  of  FG.  IB 
is  the  owner  of  1,129,674  shares  (22.2%) 
of  the  outstanding  common  stock  of 
but,  as  noted  above,  has  granted  to  FIC 
an  irrevocable  proxy  to  vote  363,720  of 
such  shares,  so  that  FIC  and  IB  each 
ipossesses  the  power  to  vote  approxi¬ 
mately  15.1%  of  the  outstanding  com¬ 
mon  stock  of  FG,  the  aggregate  voting 
power  of  PIC  and  IB  together  being 
approxlmatdy  30.2%. 

Applicants  state  that  FIC  and  IB  may 
be  considered  to  be  affiliated  with  each 
other  since  approximately  35%  of  the 
outstanding  ;!^res  of  voting  stock  of 
FIC  and  approximately  32%  of  the  out¬ 
standing  voting  stock  of  IB  is  beneficial^ 
owned,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  Mr. 
George  Olmsted.  While  neither  FIC  nor 
IB  owns  or  holds  the  power  to  vote  25% 
or  more  of  the  outstanding  voting  shares 
of  FG.  the  aggregate  number  of  shares 
held  by  the  two  companies  exceeds  25%. 
For  this  reason,  applicants  say,  without 
admitting,  FIC  may  be  deemed  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  Section  2(a)(9)  of  the  Act  to 
be  a  part  of  the  contr<4  of  FG. 


FG  is  the  sole  stocUiolder  of  Empire, 
which  in  turn  owns  approximately  61% 
of  the  outstanding  capital  stock  of  Buf¬ 
falo.  Accordinidy,  if  and  to  the  extent 
that  FIC  would  be  deemed  to  (xmtrol  FG 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  it  would, 
therefore,  also  control  Empire  and 
Buffalo. 

FG.  Empire  and  Buffalo  have  entered 
into  an  Acquisition  Agreement  (“Agree¬ 
ment"),  dated  May  15,  1975,  with  The 
Bank  of  New  York  Company,  Inc.  (“BNY 
Company"),  a  registered  bank  holding 
company  under  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act,  and  Niagara  Frontier  Bank 
(rf  New  York  (“Niagara”),  a  New  York 
State  banking  corporation  which  is  a 
wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  BNY  Com¬ 
pany  with  its  principal  office  and  bank¬ 
ing  activities  in  Buffalo,  New  York. 

Applicants  state  that  the  Agreement 
provides  that  BNY  Cfxnpany  will  pur¬ 
chase  from  EImpire  the  shares  of  capital 
stock  of  Buffalo  owned  by  Empire  at  a 
price  of  $30  per  share  or  an  aggregate 
of  $6,067,920,  subject  to  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  the  Agreement,  and  will 
also  make  an  offer  to  all  other  stock¬ 
holders  of  Buffalo  to  purchase  their 
shares  at  the  same  price  of  $30  per  share. 
Applicants  represent  that  the  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  purchase  of  stock  of  Buf¬ 
falo  fnxn  EImpire  and  other  tendering 
stockholders  is  contingent  upon  accept¬ 
ance  of  the  cash  offer  of  BNY  Company 
by  holders  of  at  least  80%  of  the  stock 
of  Buffalo  or  such  lesser  percentage,  not 
less  than  66%%,  as  BNY  Company 
may  elect  and  to  the  fulfillment  of  other 
conditions,  including  approval  by  all  ap¬ 
plicable  regulatory  authorities,  includ- 
ii^  the  Board  of  Governors  of  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  System  and  the  New  York 
State  Banking  Department.  Applicants 
further  state  that  the  Agreement  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  merger  of  Buffalo  and  Ni¬ 
agara  on  terms  whereby  minority  stock¬ 
holders  of  Buffalo  would  receive  the  s\un 
of  $30  per  share  in  cash,  subject  to  ap¬ 
praisal  rights  under  New  York  law.  Ap¬ 
plicants  anticipate  tl^t,  concurrently  or 
immediately  following  the  making  of  the 
tender  offer,  proxy  material  for  a  special 
meeting  of  stockholders  of  Buffalo  to  con¬ 
sider  the  merger  with  Niagara  will  be 
mailed  to  said  stockholders  and  that  such 
material  will  comply  with  the  Proxy 
Rules  under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

Applicants  assert  that  there  are  no 
affiliations  between  BNY  Company  or 
Niagara  and  any  of  PIC,  FG,  IB,  Buf¬ 
falo  or  any  affiliates  known  to  any  of 
the  applicants  and  that,  accordingly,  the 
sale  by  Empire  and  the  merger  of  Buffalo 
with  Niagara  would  not  fall  within  the 
scope  of  Section  17(a)  of  the  Act. 

lotion  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule 
17d-l  thereunder  taken  together  provide, 
in  pertinent  pcurt,  that  it  shall  be  unlaw¬ 
ful  for  any  affiliated  person  of  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  ccunpany  or  any  af¬ 
filiated  person  (ff  such  a  person,  acting 
as  principal,  to  participate  in,  or  effect 
any  transaction  in  connection  with  any 
joint  enterprise  or  arrangement  in  which 
any  such  registered  company,  or  a  com¬ 


pany  controlled  by  such  registered  com¬ 
pany.  is  a  participcmt  unless  an  applica¬ 
tion  regarding  such  arrangement  has 
been  granted  by  an  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  and  that,  in  passing  upon  such 
an  application,  the  Commission  will  con¬ 
sider  whether  the  participation  of  such 
registered  or  controlled  company  in  such 
arrangement  is  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions,  policies  and  purposes  of  the  Act, 
and  the  extent  to  which  such  participa¬ 
tion  is  on  a  basis  different  from  or  less 
advantageous  than  that  of  other  par¬ 
ticipants. 

Applicants  state  that,  in  view  of  the 
assumption  for  purposes  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  that,  FIC  will  be  deoned  to  be  in 
control  of  FG  and  therefore  also  of  Em¬ 
pire  and  Buffalo  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  2(a)  (9)  of  the  Act,  the  pn^tosed 
arrangements  involved  in  the  Agre^ent 
would  be  deemed  to  involve  a  joint 
participation  by  controlled  affiliates  ef 
an  investment  company  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and 
Rule  17d-l  thereunder  and  the  transac¬ 
tion  is  imt  one  which  would  fall  within 
the  excepticms  from  the  flung  of  applica¬ 
tions  provided  by  subparagrai^  (5)  of 
Rule  17d-l(d).  Accordingly,  the  appli¬ 
cants  jointly  apply  for  -an  order  under 
Section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l 
thereunder  permitting  the  lUDposed 
transaction. 

In  support  of  such  application,  the  Ap¬ 
plicants  urge  the  following: 

1.  The  Agreement,  involving  a  pro¬ 
posed  sale  of  stock  of  Buffalo  by  Eknplre 
to  BNY  Company  and  the  subsequent 
merger  of  Buffalo  with  Niagara,  was  ar¬ 
rived  at  as  a  result  of  arm’s-length 
negotiations  involving  FG,  as  solewstock- 
holder  of  Empire.  Buffalo,  and  BNY 
Company,  as  sole  stockholder  of  Niagara. 
No  affiliations  exist  between  any  of  the 
applicants  and  BNY  Company  or 
Niagara. 

2.  The  sum  to  be  paid  to  Empire  as  a 
controlling  stockholder  of  Buffalo  and 
to  each  minority  stockholder  of  Buffalo 
accepting  the  BNY  Company  tender  offer 
will  be  the  same.  i.e.,  $30  per  share.  More¬ 
over,  the  propo^  terms  of  merger  will 
provide  for  payment  of  the  same  cash 
price  of  $30  per  share,  subject  to  ap¬ 
praisal  rights,  to  stockholders  of  Buffalo 
who  do  not  accept  the  tender  (^er. 

3.  To  the  extent  that  any  miimrity 
stockholder  of  Buffalo  feels  that  the  price 
of  $30  per  share  is  not  fair,  he  is  entitled 
to  exercise  appraisal  rights  under  the 
New  York  Banking  Law. 

4.  The  Interest  of  the  public  com¬ 
munity  in  the  proposed  tirmsaction  is 
protected  by  the  regulatory  approvals  re¬ 
quired  from  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
The  Federal  Reserve  System  and  the  New 
York  State  Banking  Department,  which 
must  pass  upon  the  acquisition  of  the 
shares  by  BNY  Company  and  upon  the 
merger. 

The  applicants  submit  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  is  fair  and  equitable  to 
each  of  the  participating  parties  and  to 
their  respective  stockholders,  is  the  re¬ 
sult  of  arm’s-length  negotiations  with 
non-affiliated  persons,  does  not  Involve 
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overreaching  or  any  special  benefits  or 
consideration  to  any  partidpatinff  party 
and  is  consistent  with  the  provlslans, 
policies  and  purposes  of  the 
Notice  is  fiirther  given  that  any  lnter> 
ested  person  may.  not  later  than  Novan> 
ber  10.  1975.  at  5:30  p.m.  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
shall  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
commimication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary.  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  shall  be  served  persona^ 
or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  maillngr  upon  the 
applicants  at  their  addresses  stated 
above.  Proof  of  service  (by  affidavit,  or 
in  case  of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  ce^- 
ficate)  shall  be  filed  contCTiporaneously 
with  the  request.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-6 
of  the  application  will  be  issued  as  of 
gated  under  the  Act,  an  ordmr  disposing 
of  the  application  will  be  Issued  as  of 
course  following  said  date  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  Regulation, 

pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

« 

[sxAL]  Ozoaax  A.  Firzsnacoifs. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-28116  PUed  10-17-75:8:48  am] 

[Rti.  No.  8985;  811-1605] 

FINANCIAL  VENTURE  FUND,  INC. 

Filing  of  Application 

OCTOBEB  14,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  givei  that  on  Auguc^ 
18,  1975,  Financial  Venture  Fund,  me. 
(“Applicant”),  1050  South  Broa^ay, 
Denver,  Colorado  80209,  registered  as  an 
vestment  company  under  the  mvest- 
open-end  diversified  management  in¬ 
vestment  company  under  the  mvest- 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”)  filed 
application  pursuant  to  Section  8(f)  of 
the  Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
declaring  that  it  has  ceased  to  be  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  as  d^lned  in  the  Act. 
An  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
fbr  a  statement  of  the  representations 
contained  therein,  which  is  sununarized 
below. 

Applicant  was  Incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  Colorado  on  July  19,  1968,  and 
registered  imder  the  Act  on  Jiily  26. 1968. 
On  July  18, 1975,  at  an  annual  meeting  of 
shareholders.  69%  of  the  outstanding 
voting  securities  of  Applicant  were  voted 
in  favor  of  an  agreement  and  plan  of 


reorgan^tion  (Plan)  dated  March  31, 
1975,  which  provided  for  the  following: 
an  exchange  of  sutatantially  all  of  the 
assets  of  Applicant  for  shares  of  Finan¬ 
cial  Dynamics  Pond,  Inc.  (Dynamics), 
based  upon  the  relative  net  asset  values 
OL  ^plicant  and  Dynsunics  at  the  valua¬ 
tion  time  as  defined  in  the  Plan;  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  Dynamics  shares  to 
shar^olders  of  Applicant:  and  the 
liquidation  and  dissolution  of  the  Appli¬ 
cant.  Since  Applicant  and  Dynamics  were 
parties  to  certain  litigation  identified  in 
the  Plan,  it  provided  for  the  assignment 
to  Dynamics  of  all  claims  asserted  by 
Applicant  in  the  law  suits  in  which  Ap¬ 
plicant  was  a  plaintiff  and  for  the  as¬ 
sumption  by  Dynamics  of  all  liability  in 
law  siiits  in  which  Applicant  was  a  de¬ 
fendant. 

The  Exchange  was  consummated  on 
July  21,  1975,  after  conditions  of  the 
Plan  had  been  satisfied,  including  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Plan  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds 
of  the  outstanding  shares  of  Applicant 
pursuant  to  the  laws  of  Colorado.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  nan,  all  Dynamics 
shares  were  distributed  to  the  sharehold¬ 
ers  of  Applicant,  and  active  operations  of 
Applicant  have  ceased.  All  liabilities  oi 
Applicant  have  been  paid  or  provided  for. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  that 
whenever  the  Commission,  on  its  own 
motion  or  upon  application,  finds  that  a 
registered  investment  company  has 
ceased  to  be  an  investment  conmany,  it 
shall  so  de<dare  by  order,  smd,  upon  the 
taking  effect  of  such  order,  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  such  company  shall  cease  to  be  in 
effect. 

NoUce  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1975,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
heuing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  Interest, 
the  reastni  for  such  request,  and  the  Is¬ 
sues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  lu^posed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary. 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the 
addresfi  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attor¬ 
ney-at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contmporaneously  with  the  request  as 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act. 
An  ord^r  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  will  be  issued  u  of  coiurse  follow¬ 
ing  November  4,  1975,  unless  the  Com¬ 
mission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon 
request  or  upon  the  Cmnmission's  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered  will  receive  notice  of  fiuther  devel¬ 
opments  in  this  matter,  induding  the 
date  of  the  heMing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
IMJstponemaitB  thereof. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Inveetment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  QbOROB  a.  FrtZSOfMONS, 

Secretary. 

[FE  Doo.76-28117  PUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 

[Bel.  No.  8981:  812-3844] 

NORTHWESTERN  MUTUAL  UFE 
INSURANCE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  10,  1975. 

NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  that  the 
Northwestern  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  (“Northwestern  Mutual”),  a 
mutual  life  insurance  company  orga¬ 
nized  in  1857  by  a  special  statute  of  the 
legislature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin, 
NML  Variable  Annuity  Aocoimt  B  (“Ac¬ 
count  B**)  and  NML  Variable  Annuity 
Account  2  (“Accoimt  2”) ,  720  East  Wis¬ 
consin  Avenue,  Milwaukee.  Wisconsin 
53202,  unit  investment  trusts  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”),  (hereinafter  collectively 
called  “Applicants”)  have  filed  an  tq)- 
plication  on  July  29. 1975  and  an  amend¬ 
ment  thereto  on  September  8. 1975  for  an 
order  approving  certain  offers  of  ex¬ 
change.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  iq}plicatlon  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  a  statement  of  the  rep¬ 
resentations  therein  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  below. 

Account  B  and  Account  2  were  estab¬ 
lished  by  Northwestern  Mutual  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  side  of  certain  variable 
annuity  contracts  (the  “Contracts”) .  Net 
purchase  pasunents  tmder  the  Contracts 
are  allocated  to  the  appropriate  Account 
and  invested  in  shares  of  NML  Fund,  Inc. 
(the  “Stock  Fund”) ,  a  diversified  open- 
end  management  company  registered  un¬ 
der  the  Act  which  invests  primarily  in 
equity  securities.  Northwestern  Mutual 
has  organized  a  second  Investment  com¬ 
pany,  NML  Bond  Fund,  Inc.  (the  “Bond 
Fund”),  which  will  invest  primarily  in 
debt  securities 'and  provide  mi  alterna¬ 
tive  investment  medium  for  the  Accounts. 
Registration  statements  imder  the  Act 
and  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  have 
recently  been  filed  with  Uie  Commission 
on  behalf  of  the  Bond  Fund. 

Applicants  propose  to  create  within 
each  Account  a  Stock  Division  and  a 
Bond  Division,  assets  of  which  will  be  in¬ 
vested  in  shares  of  the  Stock  Fund  and 
the  Bond  Fund,  respectlvdy.  Applicants 
will  then  offer  revi^  Contracts  which 
will  permit  the  purchasers  of  the  Con¬ 
tracts  to  direct  the  apportionment  of 
their  net  purchase  paymoits  between  the 
Stock  Division  and  the  Bond  Division 
(the  “Divisions”) .  In  the  case  of  Deferred 
Contracts,  the  owner  will  be  entitled  to 
transfer  accumulated  funds  from  one 
Division  to  the  other  on  an  ongoing 
basis.  After  annuity  payments  com¬ 
mence,  under  eithM*  a  Deferred  Contract 
or  an  immediate  Contract,  a  similar 
transfer  privilege  will  be  available.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  accmuulation  phase,  the  mini¬ 
mum  amount  which  may  be  transferred 
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will  be  the  lesser  of  $1,000  or  the  entire 
amount  in  the  Division  from  which  the 
transfer  is  being  made. 

In  regard  to  a  transfer  during  the  an- 
ntiity  pa3mient  period,  the  amount  to  be 
transferred  will  be  based  on  the  present 
value  of  the  remaining  payments  due, 
reflecting  the  attained  age  of  the  annui¬ 
tant  and  mortality  and  interest  assump¬ 
tions.  The  present  value  must  be  equal 
to  or  greater  than  the  minimum  reserve 
required  by  state  insurance  laws.  The 
participant  will  receive  his  monthly  pay¬ 
ments  thereafter  based  on  the  invest¬ 
ment  experience  of  the  newly  selected 
Division.  Applicants  assert  that,  aside 
from  the  slight  reduction  in  his  monthly 
pasunents  which  will  result  from  the 
deduct!^  of  a  $5  administrative  fee  from 
the  amoimt  transferred  and  the  fact  that 
such  pasunents  will  be  subject  to  the 
Investment  experience  of  the  newly  se¬ 
lected  Division,  the  transfer  will  have  no 
impact  on  the  value  of  the  participant’s 
payments.  They  further  assert  that  such 
transfer  will  have  no  impact  on  other 
contract  owners  and  payees  in  either 
Division. 

The  right  to  transfer  will  be  subject  to 
limitations  described  in  the  Contracts, 
including  the  limitation  that  repeat 
transfers  wiU  be  permitted  only  if  at 
least  twelve  months  have  elapsed  since 
the  last  transfer  and  the  $5  administra¬ 
tive  charge  for  each  transfer  mentioned 
above.  The  teansfer  privileges  are  to  be 
Included  in  the  revised  Contracts,  which 
will  also  be  extended  to  owners  and  pay¬ 
ees  tmder  existing  Contracts  which  are 
outstcmdlng  on  the  date  the  revised  Con¬ 
tracts  are  first  offered  for  sale. 

Section  11(a)  makes  it  unlawful  for 
any  registered  open-end  company  or 
principal  underwriter  therefor  to  make 
an  offer  to  the  holder  of  a  security  of 
such  company  or  of  any  other  open-end 
investment  company  te  exchange  its  se¬ 
curity  fmr  a  security  in  the  same  or  an¬ 
other  such  company  on  any  basis  other 
than  the  relative  n^  asset  values  of  the 
respective  seciuities  to  be  exchanged  un¬ 
less  the  terms  (ff  the  offer  have  first  been 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Sectioa  11(e)  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vides  that.  Irrespective  of  the  basis  of 
ex(diange,  the  provlsiom  (ff  subsection 
(a)  shall  be  appUcable'to  any  tyiM  of 
offer  of  exchange  of  the  secu^ies  of  a 
registered  unit  Investment  trust  for  the 
securities  of  any  other  investment  com¬ 
pany. 

Although  Applicants  consider  that 
transfers  pursuant  to  these  transfer 
privileges  would  not  appear  to  involve 
any  exchange  ot  a  security  of  a  registned 
unit  trust  for  ttie  seciirity  of  any  other 
Investment  company,  AppUcants  are  re¬ 
questing  an  order  pursuant  to  Section  11 
iq^wovlng  the  transfer  privilege  to  avoid 
any  question  that  might  be  raised.  Ap- 
Idlcants  assert  that  the  transfer  priv¬ 
ileges  discussed  in  the  impUcatton  and 
summarized  herein  are  consistent  with 
the  pohcy  of  Sections  11  (a)  and  (c)  and 
would  benefit  contract  owners. 
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Applicants  state  that  the  apparent 
purpose  of  Section  11  is  to  protect  in¬ 
vestors  against  imfair  exchange  off^ 
and.  since  the  transfer  privilege  to  be 
included  in  the  revised  Contracts  will  be 
based  on  the  respective  net  asset  values 
of  the  underlying  mutual  fimd  shares, 
and  the  $5  charge  on  each  transaction 
will  not  exceed  the  actual  administrative 
expenses  incurred  by  Northwestern  Mu¬ 
tual,  the  investor  is  sussured  that  the  ar¬ 
rangement  is  fair.  Applicants  note  that 
Northwestern  Mutual  stands  to  gain 
nothing  from  these  transactions,  except 
that  the  attractiveness  of  the  Contracts 
for  its  customers  and  prospective  ciistcun- 
ers  will  be  enhanc^  by  the  transfer 
privileges. 

Applicants  submit  that  a  variable  an¬ 
nul^  contract  is  normally  purchased  as  a 
long-term  investment  and  it  is  aptHP- 
priate  to  allow  Investors  to  reevaluate 
their  investment  objectives  from  time  to 
time  and  change  from  one  Investment 
vehicle  to  another  without  paying  addi¬ 
tional  charges  for  sales  expenses  when 
they  conclude  that  the  alternative  in¬ 
vestment  is  more  suitable  in  their  present 
circumstances. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  No¬ 
vember  5,  1975,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Cominission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accixnpanled  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  Issues  of  fact  or  law  pnmosed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  commimlca- 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C,  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  perscmally  or 
by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  hAing 
served  is  located  more  than  500  wniiwi 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Appli¬ 
cants  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  service  (by  afiBdavtt  or  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promiilgated  un¬ 
der  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  will  be  issued  as  of  course  fol¬ 
lowing  such  date  unless  the  Commlssioa 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upcm  request 
or  upon  the  Oommission'B  own  moHmn 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or  ad¬ 
vice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered, 
win  receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued 
In  this  matter.  Including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (If  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ment  thereof. 

For  the  C<xnmlsslon,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Firzsimcoivs, 

Secretarit. 

[FB  Doc.75-28118  FUed  10-17-75;8:46  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TA-W-126] 

DORSEY  TRAILERS  INC.,  ELBA,  AUL 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eiigi* 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-126:  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Au¬ 
gust  25, 1975  in  response  to  a  worker  peti¬ 
tion  received  on  August  12,  1975  which 
was  filed  by  workers  formerly  producing 
truck  bodies  and  trailers  at  Dorsey 
Trailers  Incorporated. 

The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federai.  Register  (40  FR 
41207)  on  September  5,  1975.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  hdd. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  frcnn  ofiBcials  of  Dorsey  Trailers 
Incorporated,  Industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  afihmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  that  a  slgnlflcant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers*  firm  or 
an  apprc^rlate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated, 

(2)  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely,  and 

(3)  that  Increases  of  Imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  c<xnpetltlve  with  articles  pro¬ 
duced  by  such  workers'  firm  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivision  thereof  contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly  to  such  total  or  partial  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  s\ich  decline  In  sales 
or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (8).  the  term 
**C(mtrlbuted  ImpOTtantly”  means  a  cause 
which  Is  Important  but  not  necessarUy  more 
Impwtant  than  any  othw  cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  50  percent  In  the  12 
months  ending  September  1975  when 
compared  to  the  12  months  ending  Sep¬ 
tember  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both.  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absolutely.  Production  of  trailers  ■ 
at  Dorsey  Trailer  Incorporated  declined 
50  percent  in  the  12  months  ending  Sep¬ 
tember  1975  when  compared  to  the  pre¬ 
vious  12  months. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly.  Imports  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  truck  bodies  and  trailers  pro¬ 
duced  by  Dorsey  Trailers  Incorporated 
have  been  negli^ble  in  the  past  several 
years.  In  addition  products  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  alleged  increases 
of  imports  of  seagoing  ISO  containers 
ctmstituted  about  one  percent  of  total 
company  production  in  recent  years. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  Investigation  Indicates  that  sep¬ 


arations  at  the  Dorsey  plant  of  workers 
producing  trailers  and  truck  bodies  re¬ 
sulted  from  decreased  orders  due  to  the 
depressed  economic  ccmdltions.  Ninety- 
nine  percent  of  production  at  Dorsey 
Trailers  Incorporated  consists  of  truck 
bodies  and  trailers  for  Inland  transpor¬ 
tation.  Separations  of  these  employees 
were  totally  unrelated  to  allege^  in¬ 
creased  imports  of  seagoing  ISO  con¬ 
tainers. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  con¬ 
clude  that  Increases  of  Imports  like  or 
directly  conn)etitive  with  trailers  pro¬ 
duced  at  Dorsey  Trailers  Incorporated 
did  not  contribute  Importantly  to  the 
total  or  partial  separations  of  the  work¬ 
ers  at  such  plant 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  10th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Associate  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Trade  and  Adjust¬ 
ment  Policy. 

[FR  r)oc.75-28166  PUed  10-17-76;8:45  am] 
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RANDY  MANUFA(rrjRING  CO.,  INC., 
RANDOLPH,  MASS. 

Certification  Regarding  Qigibility  to  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordfmce  with  Secti(xi  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  cd  TA¬ 
W-116;  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  ai^ly  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  Sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Au¬ 
gust  14, 1975  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  August  12,  1975  which 
was  filed  by  onployees  of  Randy  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  Inc.  cm  b^alf  of 
workers  formerly  producing  canvas  foot¬ 
wear  at  the  Randolph,  Massachusetts 
plant. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
37277)  on  August  26,  1975.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Randy  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  Inc.,  its  cust<nners, 
the  Rubber  Manufacturers  Association, 
the  UB.  International  Trade  Cmnmis- 
slon,  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
D^Kurtment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certifioatkm  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  that  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  at  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totally  or  partially  separated,  at  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partiaUy 
separated, 

(2)  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  abso¬ 
lutely,  and 

(8)  that  increases  of  InqMrts  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  articles  pro¬ 
duced  by  such  wwkers’  firm  or  an  appropri¬ 


ate  subdivision  thereof  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  such  total  or  partial  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  such  decline  in  sales 
or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (8),  the  term 
"contributed  importantly*’  means  a  cause 
which  is  Important  but  not  necessarily  more 
Important  than  any  other  cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  the  Randolph  plant  decreased 
14  percent  in  the  first  half  of  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  half  of  1974.  Average 
weekly  hours  decreased  43  percent  in  the 
first  half  of  1975  compared  to  the  first 
half  of  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both.  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absolutely.  Sales  and  production 
at  the  Randolph  plant  declined  24  per¬ 
cent  and  18  percent,  respectively  in  tiie 
first  half  of  1975  compared  to  the  first 
half  of  1974. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly.  Imports  of  canvas  footwear  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  that  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Randolph  plant  Increased 
from  24.2  million  units  in  1973  to  26.3 
million  in  1974.  Imports  Increased  from 
14.0  million  units  in  the  first  six  months 
of  1974  to  14.1  million  units  in  the  first  6 
months  of  1975. 

The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  and  production  Increased  from 
14.0  percent  and  16.3  percent,  respec¬ 
tively  in  1973  to  15.4  percent  and  18.2 
percent,  respectively  in  1974.  The  ratios 
of  Imports  to  domestic  consumption  and 
production  Increased  from  14.8  percent 
and  17.4  percent,  respectively  In  the  first 
6  months  of  1974  to  15.2  percent  and 
18.0  percent,  respectively  In  the  first  6 
months  of  1975.  Major  customers  of 
Randy  Manufacturing  Company  have 
Increased  amounts  of  Imported  canvas 
footwear  while  reducing  purchases  from 
Randy. 

The  evidence  developed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  Indicates  that  the 
separation  of  workers  engaged  In  employ¬ 
ment  r^ted  to  the  production  of  canvas 
footwear  at  the  Randolph  plant  was 
caused  by  the  increase  of  competitive 
Imports. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  con¬ 
clude  that  Increases  of  Imports  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  canvas  foot¬ 
wear  produced  at  the  Randolph  plant 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  the  workers  of  that 
plant.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certi¬ 
fication: 

All  hourly,  piecework,  and  salaried  WOTkers 
engaged  In  wnployment  related  to  the  pro¬ 
duction  canvas  footwear  at  the  Randolph, 
Massachusetts  plant  of  Randy  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company,  Inc.  who  become  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  April  6,  1976  are  eUglble  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Associate  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Trade  and  Adjust¬ 
ment  Policy. 

[FR  DOC.7&-38167  FUed  10-17-75;8:46  am] 
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ROCKFORD  CABINET  KANT  OF  THE  GEN¬ 
ERAL  ELECTRIC  CO.,  ROCKFORD,  ILL 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Bigl- 
bility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-114;  investigation  regarding  cer- 
tilicati<m  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  Investigation  was  Initiated  on  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  August  12,  1975  which 
was  filed  by  the  International  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Machinists  and  Aerospace  Work¬ 
ers  on  behalf  of  workers  formerly  pro¬ 
ducing  wood  console  television  cabinets 
•at  General  Electric’s  Rockford  Cabinet 
Plant,  Rockford,  Illinois. 

The  notice  at  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
36634)  oa  August  21,  1975.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

ITie  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin- 
ch>ally  from  officials  of  General  Electric, 
the  Electric  Industries  Association,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met; 

(1)  that  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  impropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm 
have  become  totally  or  partially  separated, 
or  are  threatened  to  become  totally  (»  par¬ 
tially  separated, 

(2)  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely,  and 

(3)  that  increases  of  imports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  vrlth  articles  pro¬ 
duced  by  such  workers’  firm  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivision  thereof  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  such  total  or  partial  separation, 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  such  decline  In 
sales  or  production. 

For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the  term 
“contributed  Importantly”  means  a  cause 
which  is  important  but  not  necessarily  more 
important  than  any  other  cause. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  ’Die  average  number  of  produc¬ 
tion  workers  declined  62  percent  in  the 
first  half  of  1975  compared  to  the  like 
period  in  1974.  ’Hie  average  number  of 
salaried  workers  dropped  45  percent  in 
the  first  half  of  1975  compared  to  the 
like  period  in  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both.  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely.  Production  at  the 
Rockford  plant  declined  53  percent  in 
the  first  half  of  1975  compared  to  the 
first  half  of  1974. 

Increased  Imports  Contributed  Impor¬ 
tantly.  Imports  of  articles  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  those  produced  at  the 
Rockford  plant  decreased  from  17  thou¬ 
sand  units  ($1.3  million)  in  1973  to  13 
thousand  units  ($900  thousand)  in  1974. 
Imports  of  console  television  cabinets 


have  comprised  less  than  one  percent  of 
the  Unit^  States  market  in  each  year 
since  1970.  ’The  ratios  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  consumption  and  production  in 
terms  of  quantity  remained  unchanged 
at  .5  percent  during  1973  and  1974.  In 
terms  of  dollar  value,  both  ratios  fell 
from  .9  percent  in  1973  to  .8  in  1974. 

’The  evidence  developed  in  the  De¬ 
partment’s  investigation  indicates  that 
the  separation  of  workers  engaged  in 
the  production  of  wood  console  televi¬ 
sion  cabinets  at  the  Rockford  plant  was 
not  caused  by  an  increase  in  competitive 
imports.  ’The  Rockford  plant  was  a  “cap¬ 
tive  supplier,’’  product  cabinets  only 
for  G.E. — made  televisions  with  screen 
sizes  larger  than  19  inches.  In  1974,  G.E. 
imported  cabinets  that  amoimted  to  four 
percent  of  Rockford’s  1974  production. 
However,  over  80  percent  of  these  im¬ 
ports  were  specially  made  wood  cabinets 
which  could  not  have  been  produced  at 
Rockford.  Further,  imports  of  console 
televisions  with  screen  sizes  larger  than 
19  inches  are  negligible  according  to 
industry  ansdysts. 

The  declining  demand  in  recent  years 
for  conscde  televisions  plus  the  adverse 
impact  of  the  economic  recession  on  1974 
year-end  television  sales  caused  produc¬ 
tion  and  employment  at  Rockford  to 
drop  sharply  after  October  1974.  G.E. 
announced  the  closing  of  the  Rockford 
plant  in  March  1975,  after  a  corporate 
decision  to  purchase  console  cabinets 
from  other  more  ccanpetitive  domestsic 
cabinet  manufacturers. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  I 
conclude  that  increases  of  imports  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  the  wood 
console  ttievlsion  cabinets  produced  at 
the  Rockford,  Illinois  plant  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Company  did  not  contrib¬ 
ute  importantly  to  the  total  or  partial 
separations  of  the  workers  at  such  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  October  1975. 

'Herbert  N.  Blackman, 

Associate  Deputy  Under  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Trade  and  Adjust¬ 
ment  Policy. 

[FR  DOC.7&-28158  FUed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  CUiteway  Letter  Notices 
October  15, 1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
missions  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  10$5),  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  Is  hereby  given  as  pro- 
•vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 


with  the  Interstate  Commwce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  October  30,  1975.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
or  its  representative.  Protests  against 
the  elimination  of.  a  gateway  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any.  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  DUDLEY’S 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O. 
Box  (82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Rolland  C.  Dudley 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irr^nlar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ulousehold  goods;  (1)  Between 
points  in  that  part  of  Michigan  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Superior  at 
L’Anse,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  41  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  141,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  141  to  the  Wlsconsln- 
Michigan  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Yankton  and  North 
Sioux  City,  S.  Dak.;  and  (2)  between 
points  in  Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Lake  Michigan  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  jimction 
Michigan  Highway  25,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  25  to  Port  Huron. 
Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  South  Dakota.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  points  in  Illinois  within  150  miles 
of  Austin,  Minn. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E22).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  DUDLEY’S 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  MOVERS.  P.O. 
Box  82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Rolland  C.  Dud¬ 
ley  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods;  (1)  Between 
points  in  Iowa  within  150  miles  of 
Austin,  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Oregon 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hi^'way  97  and 
points  in  Wheeler,  Morrow,  Gilliam, 
Grant,  and  Umatilla  Counties,  Oreg. 
(Wenatchee,  Wash.,  and  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana)  * ;  (2)  between  points  in  that  part 
of  Iowa  on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-Wisconsin  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  61  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  92,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  92  to  the  lowa-Blinois 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Oregon  de¬ 
scribe  in  (1)  above  (Wenatchee,  Wash., 
points  in  Montana;  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Illinois  within  150  miles  of  Aus¬ 
tin,  Minn.)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated 
by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  DUDLEY’S 
’TRANSCXJNTINENTAL  MOVERS.  P.O. 
Box  82046,  Lincoln,  Netur.  68501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  repres«itative:  Rolland  C.  Dud¬ 
ley  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  -motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
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Ing:  Household  goods,  between  points  in 
that  part  of  Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  271  to 
Paris,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  24  to 
Greenville,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  30  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  635,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  635  to  jxinction  Interstate  Highway 
45,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  45 
to  Richland,  thence  along  Texas  Bdgh- 
way  14  to  junction  Highway  6  to  Bryan, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  21  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  Victoria,  thence^ong 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  the  Gvilf  of  Mexico, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  on  .and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  30.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Illinois;  points  in  Iowa 
within  150  miles  of  Austin,  Minn.;  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  54  and  west  of  Missouri 
Highway  5. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E45) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant:  DUDLEY’S  TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O.  Box 
82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Holland  C.  Dudley  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  House- . 
hold  goods,  between  points  in  Maryland, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Kansas  on,  west, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  68,  thence  along  Kansas 
Highway  68  to  the  Mlssouri-Kansas  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  (1)  Points  in  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.,  and  points  in  Illinois;  or  (2) 
points  in  Illinois;  points  In  Iowa  within 
150  miles  of  Austin,  Minn.;  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Missouri  south  of  UH. 
Highway  54  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  5. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E50) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant:  DUDLEY’S  TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O.  Box 
82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Holland  C.  Dudley  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods;  (1)  B^ween  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Nebraska  State  line  and  extending  tdong 
UH.  Highway  75  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  56,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  56 
to  the  Mlssomi-Kansas  State  line,  (m 
the  cHie  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  York;  and  (2)  between  Leaven¬ 
worth,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  (m 
the  other,  Plattsburgh,  N.Y.  'Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  (1)  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  and 
points  In  Illinois:  or  (2)  points  In  Mis¬ 
souri  south  of  n.S.  Highway  54  and  west 
of  Missouri  Highway  5,  points  in  Iowa 
within  150  miles  of  Austin,  Minn.,  and 
ix^ts  In  Illinois. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E51) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant;  DUDLEY’S  TRANS- 


CONTHJENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O.  Box 
82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s 
representative;  R(dland  C.  Dudley  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  between  points  in  Kansas  on,  west, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kansas-Nebraska  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction 
U.S.  Highwsiy  56,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  56  to  the  Missouri-Kansas  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Minnesota  within  a  150  miles 
of  Austin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
or  points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  south 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Elansas-Mlssouri  State  Une,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  54  to  jimction  Missouri 
Highway  5,  thence  alcmg  Missouri  High¬ 
way  5  to  the  Mlssouri-Arkansas  State 
line. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E53) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  AppUcant:  DUDLEY’S  TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O.  Box 
82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s 
representative;  RoUand  C.  Dudley  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods;  (1)  Betwe^  points  in  that  part 
of  Kansas  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  Une 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State 
Une  and  extending  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  99  to  junction  UB.  Highway  54, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  the  Mls- 
sourl-Kansas  State  Une,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
Hlinois  on  and  north  of  UB.  Highway 
30  (Lincoln,  Nebr.,  or  points  in  Iowa 
within  150  mUes  of  Austin,  Minn.,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  south  of 
UB.  Highway  54  and  west  of  Missouri 
Highway  5)*;  and  (2)  between  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Hlinois  on 
and  north  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the 
lowa-HUnois  State  Une  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  Junction 
Hlinois  Highway  17,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  17  to  the  Indlana-HUnois  State 
Une  (points  in  Iowa  within  150  mUes  of 
Austin,  Minn.)*.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E54) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant:  DUDLEY’S  TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O.  Box 
82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  RoUand  C.  Dudley  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  between  points  in  that  part 
of  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 

24,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Kansas  on  and  west 
of  Kansas  Highway  99.  The  purpose  of 
this  fifing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  (1)  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  and  points  in 
Hlinois;  or  (2)  points  In  Hlinois;  points 
in  Iowa  within  150  miles  of  Austin, 
Minn.;  and  points  in  that  part  of  Mis¬ 
souri  south  of  U.S.  Highway  54  and  west 
of  Missouri  Highway  5. 


No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E56) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  AppUcant:  DUDLEY’S  TRANS¬ 
CONTINENTAL  MOVERS.  P.O.  Box 
82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  AppUcant’s 
representative;  RoUand  C.  Dudley  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sbught  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregpilar  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  between  points  in  Iowa 
within  150  miles  of  Austin,  Minn.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on,  west,  and  south 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Nebraska  State  Une  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54 
to  the  Kansas-Missouri  State  Une.  The 
purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  or  points 
in  that  part  of  Missouri  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  54  and  west  of  Missouri  High¬ 
way  5. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E64).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  DUDLEY’S 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O. 
Box  82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative;  RoUand  C.  Dudley 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Household  goods;  (1)  Between  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on,  west,  and  north 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  Une  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  Manhattan,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  70  to  junction 
U.S,  Highway  281,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  281  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  Une  and  points  in  RUey  and  Geary 
Counties,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  oHier,  points  in  Ohio;  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio,  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  Une  beginning  at 
the  Ohlo-Indiana  State  Une  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Fremont, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Nor¬ 
walk,  thence  along  U.S.  IHghway  18  to 
Akron,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
77  to  Canton,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  the  Pennsylvanla-Ohlo  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  that  part  of  Arkansas,  on  and  west 
of  a  Une  b^dnning  at  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  Une  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  54, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  the 
Mlssouri-Kansas  State  Une.  The  purpose 
of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  (1)  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  and  points  in  HU- 
nols;  or  (2)  points  in  that  part  of 
Missouri  south  of  U.S.  Highway  54  and 
west  of  Missouri  Highway  5;  points  In 
Iowa  within  150  miles  of  Austin,  Minn.; 
and  points  in  Hlinois. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E65),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  AppUcant:  DUDLEY’S 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  MOVERS,  P.O. 
Box  82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  RoUand  C.  Dudley 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  between  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on,  west,  and  south  of  a 
Une  beginning  at  the  Kansas-Nebraska 
State  Une  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  junction  Elansas  Highway 
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68.  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  68  to 
the  Kansas-Missoini  State  line,  chi  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of 
Wisconsin  Highway  77.  The  piurose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
(1)  Lincoln,  Nebr.;  points  in  Iowa  (m: 
Wisconsin  within  150  miles  of  Austin. 
Minn;  and  points  in  Illinois;  or  (2)  points 
in  that  part  of  Missouri  south  of  n.S. 
Highway  54  and  west  of  Missouri  High¬ 
way  5  and  points  in  Illinois  within  150 
miles  of  Austin,  Minn. 

No.  MC  564  (Sub-No.  E136),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  DUDLEY’S 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  MOVERS.  P.O. 
Box  82046,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Ai^li- 
cant’s  representative:  RoUand  C.  Dud¬ 
ley  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods;  (1)  Between 
points  in  Okanogan,  Chelan.  Douglas, 
Grant,  and  Perry  Counties,  Wash.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Josephine,  and  Jackson  Counties,  Oreg., 
and  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.;  (2)  between 
points  in  Kings  County,  Wash.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Malheur  County,  Oreg.;  (3)  between 
points  in  Harney  County,  Oreg.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Whatcmn  County,  Wash.;  (4)  between 
points  in  Grays  Harbor  County,  Wash., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Malheur  County,  Oreg.;  (5) 
between  points  in  Pierce  County,  Wash., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Baker  County,  Oreg.;  (6)  tetween 
p^ts  in  Josephine  and  Jackson  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Ferry,  Stevens,  and  Pend 
Oreille  Counties,  Wash.;  <7)  between 
points  in  Multnomah  County,  Oreg.,  on 
the  one  haiul,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Chdan  and  Douglas  Coimties,  Wash.; 
and  (8)  between  points  in  Sherman, 
Hood  River,  Multnomah,  Tillamook, 
Yamhill,  Clackamas,  Wasco,  Marion, 
Polk,  Lincoln,  Benton,  Jefferson,  Des¬ 
chutes,  Lane,  Douglas,  Klamath,  Coos, 
Curry,  Lake,  and  Linn  Counties,  Or%., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  (m  the  other, 
points  in  Ferry,  Grant,  Douglas,  Chelan, 
and  Okanogan  Counties,  Wash.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  Wenatchee,  Wash. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E378) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Ain}Ucant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CX5RPORATION.  P.O.  Box  385, 
Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur¬ 
niture,  between  points  in  Virginia  cm  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West 
Virginia-VirGdnia  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  south  along  Interstate  Highway  77 
to  junction  Virginia  Highway  606,  thence 
east  along  Virginia  Highway  606  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  42,  thence  west 
along  Virginia  Highway  42  to  junction 
Virginia  Highway  738,  thence  south  along 
Virginia  Highway  738  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  100,  thence  south  along 
Virginia  Highway  100  to  jimction  U.S. 


Highway  221,  thence  west  along  U.S. 
Highway  221  to  junction  n.S.  Highway 
52,  thence  south  along  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the 
District  of  ColumMa  and  points  in  Mary¬ 
land  and  West  Virginia  on  and  east  of 
UB.  Highway  522.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  dhninate  the  gateways  of 
Pulaski  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E379) .  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CJORPORAnON,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur¬ 
niture,  from  points  in  Henry  County,  Va., 
and  those  points  in  Pittsylvania  County, 
Va..  on  and  boimded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line 
and  extending  north  along  U.S.  Highway 
29  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  41, 
thence  north  along  Virginia  Highway  41 
to  jimction  Virginia  Highway  57,  thence 
west  along  Virginia  Highway  57  to  the 
Pittsylvania-Henry  County  line,  thence 
south  along  the  Pittsylvania-Henry 
County  line  to  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  thence  east  along  the 
Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line  to 
point  of  beginning,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Missouri. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio.  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E380) .  filed  May  13. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  (X)RP0RAT10N,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Joe  Cfiyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur¬ 
niture,  from  points  in  Henry  County,  Va., 
to  points  in  Virginia  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  West  Virglnia-Vir- 
glnia  State  line  and  extending  east  along 
U.S.  Highway  33  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  south  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  junction  Virginia  Highway 
659,  thence  south  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  659  to  junction  UB.  Highway  340, 
thence  south  along  UB.  Highway  340 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  250,  thence 
east  along  n.S.  Highway  250  to  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  208,  thence  north¬ 
east  along  Virginia  Highway  208  to  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  606,  thence  east 
along  Virginia  Highway  606  to  junction 
Virginia  Highway  2,  thence  south  along 
Viiginia  Highwi^  2  to  junctiim  U.S. 
Highway  301,  thence  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  the  Potomac  River.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Martins^e  and  Lynchburg, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E413).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  soueht  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
New  furniture,  from  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Tennessee-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
321,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  321  to 
junction  North  Carolina  Highway  16. 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
16  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  77, 
thence  alcmg  Interstate  Highway  77  to 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line,  thence  along  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  al(mg  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  the  North  Carolina-Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  thence  al<mg  the  North 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line  to  the  North 
Carolina-Teimessee  State  line,  thence 
along  the  North  Carollna-Tennessee 
State  line  to  points  of  beginning,  to 
those  points  in  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
and  Pennsylvania  on,  north,  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  5  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  75,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  75  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  391,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  391  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
46,  thence  along  Pennslyvania  Highway 
46  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  209,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
209  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  206,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  206  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95  to  the  Hudson  River, 
thence  along  the  Hudson  River  to  Up¬ 
per  New  York  Bay,  thence  through  The 
Narrows  to  Lower  New  York  Bay  and 
thence  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Pulaski  and  Martinsville,  ' 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No,.  E414),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Apidicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  points  in  Ninrth  Carolina 
on,  south  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Tennessee-North  Ci^rolina  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  421  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  321,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  321  to  jimction  North  CTar- 
olina  Highway  16,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  16  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  to  those  points 
in  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and 
Pennsylvania  on,  north,  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Youngstown,  N.Y.,  ex¬ 
tending  along  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  5,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  5  tp  junction  New  York 
Highway  75,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  75  to  junction  n.S.  Highway  62, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  junc- 
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tion  New  York  Highway  17,  thence  along  Highway  219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  over  irregiilar  routes,  transporting;  New 
New  York  Highway  17  to  Junction  New  219  to  Berlin,  Pa.,  thence  along  Penn-  furniture,  from  pointe  in  North  Carolina 
York  Highway  60,  thence  along  New  sylvanla  Highway  160  to  the  Pennsyl-  on  and  southwest  of  a  line  beginning  at 
York  Highway  60  to  Junction  U.S.  High-  vania-Maryiand  State  line,  thence  along  the  Tennessee-North  Carolina  State  line 
way  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  the  Pennsyhrania-Maryland  State  line  to  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  421  to 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  the  Maryland-Delaware  State  line.  Junction  U.S.  Highway  321,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  Jimction  Pomsylvania  thence  along  the  Maryland-Delaware  U.S.  Highway  321  to  Junction  North 
Highway  948,  thence  along  Pennsylvania  State  line  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  Carolina  Highway  16,  thence  along  North 
Highway  948  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  Carolina  Highway  16  to  Junction  Inter- 
219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  gateways  of  Pulaski  and  Martinsville,  state  Highway  77,  thence  along  Inter- 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  36,  Va.  state  Highway  77  to  the  North  CaroUna- 

thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  38 
to  jimction  U.S.  l^hway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Junction  UJS. 

Highway  522,  thence  along  UJS.  High¬ 
way  522  to  Junction  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  641,  thence  alcmg  Pennsylvania 
Highway  641  to  Jimction  Interstate 
Highway  76,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  76  to  Junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  230,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  230  to  Junction  U.S..  Highway 
222,  thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way  222  to 
Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  741, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  741 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  896, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  896 
to  junction  Delaware  Highway  896, 


No.  MC  61825  <Sab-No.  E416).  ffled 

representaUve:  Joe  ayde  Wilson  (same  ]3^^e^2fvir^a^Maryl£d  S^ 

“e?  SSSkr  SS^'tSnSSSln^NiS  highway  219  to  Junction  West 

on  and  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  ^  tSe^iong  UB  IShwfy 

the  Tennessee-North  Carolina  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  421  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  321,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  321  to  Junction  North 

Carolina  Highway  16,  thence  along  North  ^  ^ros^  £e 

M>  juucuuii  ow,  StS*  Chesapetake  Bay  to  Nantlcoke,  Md., 

toenw  al^  Dela\^  Highly  898  to  Jtete  thence  along  Maryland  Highway  349  to 

Junction  Delaware  Highway  273,  thence  Carolina-  UB.  Highway  50.  thence  along 

along  l^waw  Highway  273  to  toe  Dd-  South  Cj^lina  State  ^  U^mghway  50  to  Tunction  Maryland 

aware  Riv».  to^  alo^  toe  Dataware  toe  NOrto  Cj^llna-Souto^rol^  State  528,  thence  along  Maryland 

na  Highway  528  to  toe  Maryland-Delaware 

to  toe  Atl^tic  Th^un^e  of  tSjS  State  Mne.  thence  along  toe  Marytand- 

t^^  is  to  eltoinate  tte  gateways  ^^Vtegi^State  Delaware  State  line  to  toe  Marytand- 

of  Pulaski  and  MartinsvlUe.  Va.  al^  toe  Noito  j^r^-V^^a  Pennsylvania  State  line,  thence  along 

No,  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E415) ,  filed  toence  along  the  North^^  ^  Marytand-Pennsylvanta  State  line  to 

May  13.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  point  of  beginning.  The  purpose  of  this 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pu- 

885,  colto^e  Va  2W78  Appac«.f.  ,l«»W««lI«cbburg,VA 

repr^ntatlye:  J^  Clyde  Wilron  (^e  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E418).  filed 

as  above).  Auto^ty  s^ht  to  oi^t»  the  Pennsylvanla-Maryland  State  line  May  13.  1974.  Applicant;  ROY  STONE 
as  a  common  cor^.  by  motor  vehitte,  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  522  to  toe  TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
over  irregulM  rou^teanworti^:  N<w  west  Virglnia-Virginla  State  line,  toence  385,  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
furniture,  from  Robbmsvuie,  H.C.,  to  ejojjg  the  West  Virglnta-Vlrginia  State  representative;  Joe  CHyde  Wilson  (same 

to  Delaware,  new  Jers^,  N^  line  to  toe  Maryland- Virginia  State  line,  as  above) .  Autoorlty  sought  to  operate  as 

toence  along  toe  Maryland-Virglnta  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
of  a  line  beginning  near  Youni^  State  line  to  the  District  of  Columbia-  irregular  routes,  transporting;  New  fur- 
Umted  vtrghjji^  boundary  line,  toence  along  the  nitnre,  from  RobbinsviUe,  N.C.,  to  points 
States-Cumda  Intemattonal  ^undary  ujgtrict  of  Columbia- Virginia  boundary  in  Ms^land  and  the  District  of  Colum- 
Une  to  New  Highw^  5.  th«^  iiiw  to  Junction  Interstate  495,  tooice  bta,  and  those  to  West  Virginia  <m  and 

along  N^  Yore  HighTO  5  to  junetton  along  Interstote  Highway  495  to  Junction  northeast  of  a  line  beginning  at  toe 
New  T^rk  Highway  75,  th^ce  dong  N^  Maryland  Highway  4,  thence  along  Pennsylvania- West  Virginia  State  line 

”  1  “  Maryland  Highway  4  to  Junction  Mary-  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Junc- 

way  62,  umnee  alo^  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Highway  260,  toence  alcmg  Mary-  tion  U.S.  Highway  250,  toence  along  U.S. 

Jitoctira  Nw  Yore  Highw^  17,  torace  Highway  260  to  toe  (Chesapeake  Highway  250  to  Junction  West  Virginia 

^ng  N^  York  Hi^w^  17  to  Junction-  H^j^gh,  toence  alcmg  the  Chesapeake  Bay  Highway  38,  tl^ce  along  West  Virginia 

to  Hcmga,  Md.,  toence  alcmg  Maryland  Highway  38  to  Junction  West  Virginia 
1  ”  F  ®”  Highway  335  to  junctiem  Maryland  High-  Highway  72,  toence  along  West  Virginia 

way  M,  th&ore  along  U.S.  wghway  62  to  toenc»  alcmg  Maryland  Highway  Highway  72  to  Jimcticm  West  Virginia 

jwetion  Pen^lva^  H^may  36,  jg  junction  Maryland  HUhway  392,  Highway  32,  toence  along  West  Virginia 
toence  along  Pennsylva^Hl^way  M  jj^^nce  alcmg  Maryland  Highway  392  to  Highway  32  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  33, 
to  junetton  Pennsylvania  ^hway  W,  ^  Maryland-Delaware  State  line,  toence  along  UB.  Highway  33  to  Junction 

thenoe  along  toe  Marytand-Ddaware  UB.  Highway  220,  toence  along  UB. 
to  Junctiem  Pransylvanta  ^^ay  2&9,  line  to  toe  Marytand-Pennsylvanta  Highway  220  to  the  West  Virsdnta-Vlr- 

toence  dong  Pennsylvai^  Highway  359  iitu».  thence  along  the  Maryland-  glnla  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  fll- 

to  Junction  I^nnsylvanta  Htalmay  56,  Pennsylvania  State  line  to  points  of  be-  Ing  is  to  eliminate  toe  gateway  of  Pulaski 
toence  dong  Penn^lv^aH^way  M  -iiujingv  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  and  Lynchburg,  Va.- 

toeS^  pSSia^Sw  IM  SSSbSg^Va.*^*®'^  ^  (Sub-No.  E419).  filed 

to  Junction  Pcnnsylvanift  Highway  981,  I^ncnburg,  May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 

thence  dong  Pennsylvania  Hid)way  981  No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  1M17) ,  filed  THANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
to  Junction  UB.  Highway  30,  toence  May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  ROY  STONE  385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
dong  UB.  Highway  30  to  Junctiem  Penn-  TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  representative;  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
sylvanla  Highway  381,  thence^  along  385.  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
Pennsylvania  Highway  381  to  Junctiem  representative;  Joe  Clyde  Wilacm  (same  a  commem  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Interstate  Highway  70.  thence  In-  as  above) .  Authority  aoudit  to  operate  irregidar  routes,  transporting;  Iron  and 
terstate  Highway  70  to  Junction  UB.  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  steel  t>roducts,  betwe^  points  in  Beaver 


County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Amelia,  Amherst,  Appo¬ 
mattox.  Bedford.  Botetourt,  Bucking¬ 
ham,  Campbell.  Charlotte,  Cumberland, 
Floyd,  Franklin,  Halifax,  Henry,  Lun¬ 
enburg,  Mecklenburg,  Montgomery, 
Mottoway,  Patrick,  Pittsylvania,  Prince 
Edward,  Washington,  and  Wythe  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va.,  including  independent  cities 
bounded  by  the  above-named  counties. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  ^iminate 
the  gateways  of  Welrton,  W.  Va.,  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E420),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  <X)RPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Butler 
County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Amherst,  Appomattox, 
Bedford,  Buckingham,  Campbell,  Char¬ 
lotte.  Cumberland,  Floyd,  Halifax,  Henry, 
Limenburg.  Mecklenburg,  Nottoway, 
Patrick,  Pittsylvania,  and  Prince  Edward 
Counties,  Va.,  including  independent 
cities  bounded  by  the  above-named 
counties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Welrton, 
W.  Va.,  and  Lynchbmg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E421).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORA'tlON.  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Craw¬ 
ford  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Amelia,  Amherst, 
Ai^mattox,  Bedford,  Botetourt,  Buck¬ 
ingham,  Campbell,  Charlotte,  cfumber- 
land,  Floyd,  Franklin.  Halifax,  Henry, 
Lunenburg,  Mecklenburg,  Montgomery, 
Nottoway,  Patrick,  Pittsylvania,  Prince 
Edward,  Roanoke.  Washington,  and 
Wythe  Counties,  Va.,  including  inde¬ 
pendent  cities  bounded  by  the  iJdove- 
named  coimties.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Weir- 
ton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E422),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORA'nON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Erie 
Coimty,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  In  Amelia,  Amherst,  Ap¬ 
pomattox,  Bedford,  Botetourt,  Buckhig- 
ham,  Campbell,  Carroll,  Charlotte,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Floyd,  Franklin,  Grayson,  Hali¬ 
fax,  Henry,  Limenburg,  Meckl^burg, 
Montgmnery,  Nottoway,  Patrick,  Pittsyl¬ 
vania,  Prince  Edward,  Pulaski,  Roanoke, 
Smyth.  Washington,  and  Wythe.  Coim- 
tles,  Va.,  including  Independent  cities 
bounded  the  above-named  counties. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
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the  gateways  of  Welrton,  W.  Va.,  and 
Ljmchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E423),  filed 
May  IS,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Forest 
County,  Pa.,  cm  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Appomattox,  Bed¬ 
ford.  C::ampb^,  Charlotte,  Halifax,  Henry, 
Lunenburg,  Mecklenbiurg,  Patrick,  and 
PitWlvania  Cotmties,  Va..  including  in¬ 
dependent  cities  bounded  by  above- 
named  counties.  ’The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Weir- 
ton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E424).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Law¬ 
rence  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  oth^,  points  in  AmeUa,  itinherst, 
Appomattox,  Bedford,  Botetourt,  Buck- 
ini^am,  CampbeU,  Charlotte,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Floyd,  Franklin.  HaUfax,  Henry, 
Lunenburg,  Mecklenburg,  Montgomery, 
Nottoway,  Patrick,  Pittsylvania,  Prince 
Edward,  Washington,  and  Wythe  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va..  including  independent  cities 
bounded  by  the  above-named  counties. 
The  purpose  of  ihis  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and 
Lynchbiug.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E425).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Ai^)licant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Mercer 
County,  Pa.,  (m  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Appomattox,  Bedford. 
Campb^  Charlotte,  Floyd,  Halifax, 
Henry.  Lunenburg,  Mecklenburg,  Notto¬ 
way,  Patrick,  Pittsylvania,  and  Prince 
Edward  Counties,  Va.,  Including  inde¬ 
pendent  cities  in  the  above-named  coun¬ 
ties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  Weirton,  W.  Va., 
and  Lynchburg,  Va, 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E426),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wil^n  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Venango 
County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Amherst,  Appmnat- 
tox.  Bedford,  Buckinsdiam,  Campb^, 
Charlotte,  Cumberland,  Floyd,  Flra^in, 
Eblifax,  Henry,  Lunenburg,  Mecklen¬ 
burg,  Montgomery,  Nottoway,  Patrick, 
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Pittsylvania,  and  Prince  Edward  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va.,  incltuUng  Ind^nd^t  cities 
bounded  by  the  above-named  ooimties. 
’The  purpose  oi  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E427).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Aw>Ucant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
r^resentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle. 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  points  in 
Warren  Coimty,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Appomattox, 
Bedford,  Campbell,  Carroll,  Charlotte. 
Floyd,  Grayson,  Halifax,  Henry,  Lunoi- 
burg,  Mecklenburg,  Montgomery,  Notto¬ 
way,  Patrick.  Pittsylvania.  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward.  Pulaski,  Roanoke,  Smyth,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wythe  Coimties,  Va.,  includ¬ 
ing  independent  cities  bounded  by  the 
above-named  counties.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  diminate  the  gatewa3rs  of 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E428),  filed 
May  13.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
385,  ColllnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  ^pUcant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  pobits  in 
Lawrence  and  Venango  Cbunties,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  North  Carolina  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  North  Carolina- Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  8  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
421  to  Villas,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
321  to  the  North  Carbllna-Tennessee 
State  line,  thence  along  the  North  Caro- 
llna-Tennessee  State  line  to  the  North 
Carollna-Tennessee-Georgia  State  lines, 
thence  along  the  North  Carolina-Geor- 
gia  and  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  lines  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence 
along  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  Morehead 
CUty,  N.C.,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
70  to  New  Bern,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  17  to  Win^r,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  308  to  Rice  Square, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
305  to  Jackson,  thmce  along  UB.  Fligh- 
way  158  to  Garysburg,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  301  to  the  North  CaioUna- 
Virginia  State  line,  thence  along  the 
North  Carolina-I^rginia  State  line  to  the 
point  of  beginning,  including  all  points 
on  the  highways  named.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E429),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  CoUlnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
irregular  routes.  transpcHting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Mercer 
and  Warren  Coimties,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North 
Carolina  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
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tile  North  CaroUna-Vlrglnia  State  line 
extending  al<»ig  U.S.  Highway  8  to  Win¬ 
ston  Salem,  thence  alcmg  mtentate 
Highway  40  to  Hickory,  thrace  along  UJ3. 
Highway  321  to  Uie  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  thence  alohg 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  along 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  Morehead  City, 
N.C.,  thence  along  UJS.  Highwi^  70  to 
New  Bern,  thence  along  UH.  Highway 
17  to  Washington,  thence  alo^  North 
Carolina  Highway  33  to  Bethel,  thence 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  11  to  Oak 
City,  thence  along  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  125  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301. 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  301  to  the 
North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line, 
thence  along  the  North  CaroUna- Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  to  point  of  beginning,  in¬ 
cluding  all  points  in  the  highways  named. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and 
Lynchburg.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E430).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  BOX 
385,  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  points  in 
Beaver.  Crawford,  and  Erie  Counties,  Pa., 
on  the  one  han^  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  North  durolina- 
Virglnia  State  line  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  301  to  Clarysburg,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  158  to  Ja^on,  thence 
along  North  CTarolina  Highway  305  to 
Rich  Square,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Hi^way  308  to  Windsor,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  17  to  New  Bern, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  flung 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  oi  Weirton, 
W.  Va.,  and  lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E431)i  filed 
May  13.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROT  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  CoUinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant's 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  and  pomts  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  m  North  Carolina  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  line  extending  al(mg  UB. 
Highway  220  to  Madison,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  311  to  Winston-Scdem, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
Statesville,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
21  to  diarlotte,  thence  along  UB.  Hih- 
way  29  to  Jimction  North  Carolina-South 
Caroima  State  line,  thence  along  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  along 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  Morehead  (fity, 
N.C.,  thence  along.  UB.  Highway  70  to 
New  Bern,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
17  to  Washington,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  33  to  Qreenvllle, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  43 


to  Rocky  Moui^,  tlwnce  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  301  to  the  North  Candina-Vlrgtaila 
State  line,  thence  al<M:ig  tiie  North  C!aro- 
Uoa-Vixghiia  State  line  to  the  potait  of 
beginning,  including  an  points  cm  the 
highways  named.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Weir¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E432).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Api^cant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  CoUinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
r^resentatlve:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  points  in 
Armstrong  and  Butler  Coimties,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  North  Carolina  boimded  by  a  11^  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  8  to  Winston  Salem,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  40  to  Newton, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  321  to  the 
North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line,  thence  along  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean,  thence  along  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
to  Morehead  City,  thence  along  UB. 
Hghway  70  to  New  Bern,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  17  to  Washington,  thence 
along  North  CaroUna  Highway  33  to 
Bethel,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  258 
to  Scotland  Neck,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  125  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  301,  thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way 
301  to  the  North  Carolina-Virginia  State 
line,  thence  along  the  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  line  to  the  point  of  be- 
ginning,  including  an  points  on  the 
named  highways.  TTie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Weirton.  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E557).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CXJRPORATTON,  P.O.  BOX 
385,  ColUnsvlUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
furniture  from  i^oints  in  Indiana  south 
of  a  line  beginning  on  the  Indiana-Ken- 
tucky  State  line  and  extending  along 
Indiana  Highway  256  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  31,  thence  north  on  U.S.  Hgh- 
way  31  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  250, 
thence  west  on  Indiana  Highway  250  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  39,  thence 
west  on  Indiana  Highway^  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  50.  thence  west  on  UB. 
TTtgKway  50  to  junction  Indiana  Highway 
37.  thence  north  on  Indiana  Highway  37 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway  46,  theiu:e 
west  on  Indiana  Highway  46  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  70.  thmce  west  on 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  the  tndiana-ll- 
Unois  State  line  to  points  In  Virginia  on, 
east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  on  the 
North  Carcdina-Virglnia  State  line  and 
extending  along  Virginia  Highway  104  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  773,  thence 
east  on  Virginia  Highway  773  to  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  61^  thence  north 
on  Virginia  Highway  614  to  the  Blue 


Ridge  Parkway,  thence  north  along  the 
Blue  Ridge  Parkway  to  jimction  Virginia 
Highway  8,  thence  north  along  Virginia 
^diway  8  to  juncUon  U.&  Highway  221, 
thence  north  along  UB.  Highway  221  to 
junction  U.8.  Highway  460,  thence  north 
aloi^  UB.  Highway  460  to  the  Blue  Ridge 
Parkway,  thence  north  along  the  Blue 
Ridge  Parkway  to  UB.  Highway  60, 
thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  29,  thence  north 
akmg  UB.  Highwi^  29  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  250,  thence  east  along  UB. 
Highway  250  to  jimction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  20,  thmce  east  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  20  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  3, 
thence  east  akmg  Virginia  Highway  3  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  218,  thence 
east  along  Virginia  Highway  218  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  301,  thence  east  along 
U.S.  EUghway  301  to  the  Maryland- 
Virginia  State  line,  thence  east  along  the 
Maryland-Virginia  State  line  to  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of  thu  flUng  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martinsville, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E558).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  ColUnsvlUe.  Va.  24078.  Apcdlcant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motmr  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Mate¬ 
rials  used  in  the  manufacture  of  furni¬ 
ture  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  on  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  alcmg  UB.  High¬ 
way  33  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  19, 
to  the  Indiana-Michigan  State  line  to 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  <m  the  Florida-Oeorgia  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
441  to  junction  UB.  Highway  221,  to  the 
OecHgia-South  CaroUna  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  fiUi^  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  MartinsviUe,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E558).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORA’ITON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  ColUnsvlUe,  Va.  24078.  Ai^Ucanfs 
r^nvccntative:  Joe  CUyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Afo- 
t^rkUs  used  in  the  manufacture  of  furni¬ 
ture,  from  those  points  in  Indiana  aa 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  In- 
dlana-Ohio  State  Une  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S. 
Hic^way  27,  thence  north  on  UB.  High¬ 
way  27  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
70,  thence  west  on  Interstate  Highway 
70  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  38. 
thence  west  on  Indiana  Highway  38  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  32,  thence 
west  on  Indiana  Highway  32  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  136,  theix^  west  on  U.S. 
Highway  136  to  the  Indiana-Blinois 
State  line  and  south  of  a  Une  beginning 
on  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  Une  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  Highway  33  to  junc¬ 
tion  State  Highway  19  to  the  Indiana- 
Michigan  State  line  to  points  in  Georgia 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  17.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Martinsville,  Va. 
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Nc.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E560).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppHcant:  BOY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  BOX. 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  furniture. 
from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  on  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line,  thence  north  on  n.S.  Hl^way 
33  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  19, 
thence  north  on  State  Highway  19  to 
the  Indiana-Michigan  State  line  to  points 
in  Florida  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
on  the  coast  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and 
extending  along  Florida  Highway  24  to 
Junction  Florida  Highway  345,  thence 
north  on  Florida  Highway  345  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hie^way  129,  thence  north  on 
UH.  Highway  1^  to  junction  Florida 
Highway  47.  thence  north  on  Florida 
Highway  47  to  junction  UH.  Highway 
441,  thence  north  on  UH.  Highway  441 
to  the  Florida-Qeorgia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  flung  is  to  elhninate  the 
gateway  of  Martinsville.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E561).  filed 
May  IS.  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  (>>lllnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  Apphcant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transpmling:  Jfo- 
terials  used  in  the  manufacture  of  furni¬ 
ture  from  those  points  in  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line  and  extending  along  n.S. 
Highway  40  to  Junction  UJB.  Highway  27, 
thence  north  on  n.S.  Highway  27  to 
junction  Ihterstate  Highway  70,  thence 
west  on  interstate  H^way  70  to  Junc¬ 
tion  tlB.  Highway  35,  thence  west  on  UJ3. 
Highway  35  to  junction  Indiana  Highway 
67.  thence  west  on  Indiana  Highway  67 
to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  69,  thence 
north  on  Interstate  Highway  69  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  32.  thence  west  on 
Indiana  Highway  32  to  Junction  Indiana 
Highway  9,  thence  north  on  Indiana 
Highway  9  to  junction  Indiana  Highway 
28.  ttiimce  west  on  Indiana  Highway  28  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  13.  thence 
north  on  Indiana  Highway  13.  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  26,  thence  west  on 
Indiana  Highway  26  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  31,  thence  north  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Jimction  .n.S.  ffighway  35.. 
thence  north  on  UB.  Highway  35  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  24,  thence  west  (m 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  hidiana-Illlnols 
State  line  and  south  of  a  line' beginning 
on  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  n.S.  Highway  33  to  Junc- 
—  tion  Indiana  Highway  19,  to  the  Indiana- 
Michigan  State  line  to  points  in  Florida 
on  and  east  of  a  line  begiiming  cm  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  and  extending  alcmg  n.S. 
Highway  19  to  junction  Interstate  Hi^- 
way  75,  thence  north  on  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  to  Junction  Florida  Highway  48. 
thence  east  on  Florida  Highway  48  to 
Junction  Florida  Highway  S3,  thence 
north  on  Florida  Highway  33  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  27,  thence  ncnrth  on 


UB.  Highway  27  to  Jimction  UB.  High¬ 
way  441,  thence  east  on  U.8.  Highway  441 
to  Junction  Florida  Highway  19,  thence 
north  on  Florida  Highway  19  to  Junction 
Florida  Highway  20,  thence  east  on  Flor¬ 
ida  Highway  20  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
17,  thence  north  on  U.S.  H^way  17  to 
the  FIorida-Georgia  State  line.  Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E562),  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
‘TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  furniture, 
from  those  points  in  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line  and  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  74  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  32,  thence  west  on  Indiana 
Highway  32  to'  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
136,  thence  west  on  Indiana  Highway  136 
to  the  Indiana-Hlinois  State  line  and 
south  erf  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indimia- 
Ohio  State  line  and  extending  alcmg  UB. 
Highway  4(1  to  junction  UB.  Highway  27. 
thence  north  cm  UB.  Highway  27  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  west 
on  Interstate  Highway  70  to  junctiem 
U.S.  Highway  35.  thence  west  on  U.S. 
Highway  35  to  junction  Indiana  Highway 
67.  thence  west  on  Indiana  Highway  67 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  69,  tiience 
north  on  Interstate  Highway  69  to  Jime- 
tion  Indiana  Highway  32,  thence  west  on 
Indiana  Highway  32  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  9.  thence  north  cm  Indiana 
Highway  9  to  junction  Indiana  Highway 
28,  thence  west  cm  Indiana  Highway  28  to 
Junction  Indiana  mghway  13,  thence 
north  on  Indiana  Highway  13  to  Junction 
Indiana  Highway  26.  thence  west  on 
Indiana  Highway  26  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  31.  thence  north  on  UB.  High¬ 
way  81  to  junction  UB.  Highway  35. 
thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  35  to  junc¬ 
tion  n.S.  Highway  24.  th^ce  west  on  UB. 
Highway  24  to  th;  mdiana-minois  State 
line  to  points  in  Florida  on,  east  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  on  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  and  extending  along  Florida  High¬ 
way  520  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
95.  thence  south  on  Interstate  Highway 
95  to  junction  Florida  Highway  60,  thence 
east  on  Florida  Highway  60  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highvray  1,  thence  south  on  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  Junction  Florida  Highway 
70,  thence  west  on  Florida  Highway  70 
to  Junction  UB.  Highway  98,  thence 
south  on  U.S.  Highway  98  to  Junction 
Florida  Highway  78,  thence  south  on 
norlda  Highway  _78  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  27,  thence  west  on  U.S.  Highway 
27  to  Junction  Florida  Highway  78.  thence 
west  on  Florida  78  to  Pine  Island  Sound. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E563).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  (X>RPORATTON.  P.O.  Box 
385.  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:- Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 


Sts  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
furniture  from  points  in  Delaware  in 
Sussex  County  to  points  in  ^uth  Caro¬ 
lina  west  of  a  line  beginning  on  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  near  Sullivans  Island, 
S.C.,  thence  west  on  South  Carolina 
H^hway  703  to  junction  U.S.  BOghway 
17,  thence  west  on  U.S.  Highway  17  to 
U.S.  Highway  52,  thence  north  on  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  the  South  Carolina-North 
Carolina  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Martinsville.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  564),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORA-nON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
represoitative:  Joe  Cfiyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle, 
over  irregpfiar  routes,  transporting: 
Materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
furniture  from  points  in  D^ware  in 
New  Castle  and  Kent  Counties  to  pednts 
in  South  Carolina.  ’The  purpose  of 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E565).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  CH?erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
furniture  from  points  in  D^ware  in 
New  Castle  and  Kent  Counties  to  p^ts 
in  North  Carolina  on  'and  west  erf  a  line 
beginning  at  the  South  Carolina-North 
CaroUna  State  line  and  extending  alcmg 
North  CaroUna  Highway  41  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  95,  thence  north  on 
Interstate  Highway  95  to  junctiem  North 
Carolina  Highway  87,  thence  north  on 
North  Carolina  Highway  87  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  15.  thence  north  on  U.S 
!mghway  15  to  Junction  North  CaroUna 
Highway  86,  thence  north  on  North 
CaroUna  Highway  86  to  the  North  Caro- 
Una-Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E566),  fUed 
May  13.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  CblHnsviUe.  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
rqjresentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  emerate 
as  a  common  carrier,  tor  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ma¬ 
terials  used  in  the  manufacture  of  furni¬ 
ture.  from  points  in  Delaware  in  Sussex 
Cteunty  to  points  in  North  CaroUna  on 
and  west  of  a  Une  beginning  on  the  North 
CaroUna-South  Carerfina  State  Une  and 
extending  Mong  UB.  Highway  1  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  74,  thence  north  on 
UB.  Highway  74  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  220,  thence  north  on  UB.  Highway 
220  to  Junction  Ninth  OuroUna  Highway 
24.  thmice  east  cm  North  (Carolina  High¬ 
way  24  to  Junction  North  CaroUna  High¬ 
way  705,  thence  north  on  North  CTaroUna 
Highway  705  to  Robbins,  thence  ninth 
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on  an  unniunbered  highway  to  High 
Falls,  thence  north  on  North  Carolina 
Highway  22  to  junction  North  Carcdina 
Highway  62,  thence  north  on  North  Car¬ 
olina  Highway  62  to  junction  North  Car¬ 
olina  Highway  86,  thence  north  cm  North 
Carolina  Highway  86  to  the  North  Car- 
olina-Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E567),  fUed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ma¬ 
terials  used  in  the  manufacture  of  furni¬ 
ture  from  points  in  Delaware  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana. 
Mississippi  and  Tennessee.  The  purpose 
of  this  filhig  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E569) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  (Hyde  Wilson  (same  as 
aix)ve) .  Authoilty  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  furniture, 
from  points  in  Delaware  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  West  Virginia-Kentucky  State  line 
and  extending  along  Kentucky  Highway 
32  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  7. 
thence  south  on  Kentucky  Highway  7 
to  junction  UJS.  Highway  460,  to  the 
Ohio  River.  Tlie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
is  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martinsville, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E570),  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant:  ROY" STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORA’ITON.  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ma¬ 
terials  used  in  the  manufacture  of  furni¬ 
ture,  from  Chicago,  Illinois  to  points  in 
Floridei,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina  and  Virginia,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Key  West,  Florida,  thence 
north  along  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  coastline 
to  St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  thence  north  on 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  75,  thence  north  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41,  thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  jimction  Florida  Highway  121, 
thence  north  on  Florida  Highway  121 
to  the  Florlda-Georgia  State  line,  thence 
north  on  Georgia  Highway  121  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence  north  on 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  56,  thence  north  on  Georgia 
Highway  56  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  25, 
thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line, 
thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  25  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  121, 
thence  north  on  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  121  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  176, 
thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  176  to 


junction  South  Carolina  Highway  114, 
thence  north  on  South  Carolina  Hlghwior 
114  to  junction  South  Carolina  Highway 
18,  thence  north  on  South  CaroMna 
Highway  18  to  the  Blue  Ri^e  Parkway, 
thence  north  along  Blue  Ridge  Parkway 
to  the  North  Carollna-Vlrginia  State 
line,  thence  north  along  the  Blue  Ridge 
Parkway  to  State  Highway  89,  thence 
north  along  South  Carolina  Highway  89 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  58,  thence 
north  on  U.S.  Highway  58  to  junction 
South  Carolina  Highway  100,  thence, 
north  along  South  Carolina  Highway 
100  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence 
north  on  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  340,  thence  east  on  UJS. 
Highway  340  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
250,  thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway  250 
to  junction  South  Carolina  Highway  605, 
thence  east  on  South  Carolina  Highway 
605  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence 
east  on  U.S.  Highway  33  to  junction 
South  Carolina  Highway  54,  thence  east 
on  South  Carolina  Highway  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence  north 
on  Interstate  Highway  95  to  junction 
South  Carolina  Highway  30,  thence  east 
on  South  Carolina  Highway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  360,  thence  east  on 
U.S.  Highway  360  to  junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  624,  thence  east  on 
South  Carolina  Highway  624  to  the 
Maryland-Virginia  State  line,  thence 
east  along  the  Maryland-Virginia  State 
line  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  souto 
along  the  Atlantic  Shore  to  point  of 
beginning  including  points  on  highways 
specified.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martinsville, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E571),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and,  those  injurious  or  contami¬ 
nating  to  other  lading  between  Norfolk, 
Newport  News,  and  Hampton,  Va.,  and 
points  in  the  Counties  of  Northampton 
and  Accomack,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Virginia  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia- 
Virginia  State  line  at  Virginia  Highway 
39,  and  extending  southeast  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  39  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  252,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  252  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  606,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
606  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  56, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  56  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  655,  thence 
aloiUT  Virginia  Highway  655  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  jimc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  26,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  26  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  460,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway 
460  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  24, 


thence  along  Virginia  Highway  24  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  501,  ihence  south 
along  U.S.  Highway  501  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  761,  thence  south  along 
Virginia  Highway  761  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  699,  thence  west  along 
Virginia  Highway  699  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  29,  thence  south  along  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  57,  thence  southwest  along  Virginia 
Highway  57  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
220,  thence  south  along  U.S.  Highway 
220  to  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State 
line.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E572).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  clsisses  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities-  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  those  injurious  or  contami¬ 
nating  to  other  lading  between  points  in 
Virginia,  on  and  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  U.S.  Highway  301  at  the 
Potomac  River  and  extending  south 
along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  218,  thence  west  along 
Virginia  Highway  218  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  17,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
17  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence 
south  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  the  James 
River,  thence  southeast  along  the  James 
River  to  the  Chesapeake  Bay,  thence 
north  along  the  Chesapeake  Bay  to  the 
Potomac  River,  thence  northwest  along 
the  Potomac  River  to  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Virginia  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West  Virginia- 
Virginia  State  line  and  extending  along 
Virginia  Highway  311  near  Paint  Bank, 
thence  extending  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  311  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  18, 
thence  north  along  Virginia  Highway  18 
to  junction  Virginia  Highway  619, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  619  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  616,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  616  to  junction 
Virginia  Highway  621,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  621  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  615,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  615  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  43,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
43  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  81, 
thence  north  along  Interstate  Highway 
81  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  130, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  130  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  29,  thence  south 
along  U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  460,  thence  east  along  U.S. 
Highway  460  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  24,  thence  south  along  Virginia 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
501,  thence  south  along  U.S.  Highway  501 
to  junction  Virginia  Highway  761,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  761  to  junction 
Virginia  Hiediway  640,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  640  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  south  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  junction  Virginia  Highway 
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86.  thence  south  ak>ng  Vlndnia  Highway 
86  to  the  North  Carolina- Virginia  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  lynchburg.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E577).  filed 
May  23.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  (XIRPORATTON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Ck)llinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representatlTe:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  soufiht  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  xm- 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  In  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment.  and  those  injurious  or  contami¬ 
nating  to  other  ladW  between  points  in 
North  (Carolina  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  the  Neuse  River  to  Junc¬ 
tion  n.S.  Highway  17,  thence  west  along 
UJS.  Highway  17  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
Junction  UB.  Highway  70A,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  70A  to  Jxmction  UB.  High¬ 
way  301,  thence  south  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  301  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  !^te  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Virginia  on 
and  northwest  a  line  beginning  at  the 
West  Virginia-Vlrginla  State  line  and 
extending  south  along  Virginia  Highway 
311  to  Junction  UB.  Efighway  11,  thence 
east  alxmg  UB.  Highway  11  to  Junctlcm 
Virginia  Highway  24.  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  24  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  501,  thence  north  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  501  to  Junctkm  Virginia  Hl^way 
24.  thence  east  al<mg  Virginia  Highway 
24  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  460,  thence 
east  along  UB.  Highway  460  to  Junction 
Virginia  Highway  24,  thence  alcmg  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  24  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  60.  thence  east  along  UB.  Highway 
60  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  15,  thence 
north  along  UB.  Highway  15  to  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  229,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  229  to  JimcUon  UB. 
Highway  211,  thence  east  along  UB. 
Hi^way  211  to  junction  Virginia  Hi^- 
way  688,  thttice  alcmg  Vkglnla  Highway 
688  to  JunctlMi  Virginia  Highway  647, 
thence  north  along  Virginia  Highway 
647  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  17,  thence 
south  along  UB.  Highway  17  to  junction 
Virginia  55,  thence  east  along  Virginia 
H^way  55  to  junctkm  Virginia  Hgh- 
way  626,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
626  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  50,  thence 
east  along  UB.  Hl]hway  90  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  15,  thoice  north  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Maryland-Vlr- 
glnia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E578),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STC»IB 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385.  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  (g>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporttaig:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  exc^t  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Glasses  A  and  B  Explosives, 


livestock,  household  goods  as  rtfflpfd  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  qmclal  equipment, 
and  those  Injurious  or  oont.aininatlng  to 
other  lading,  between  points  hi  Hearth 
naroitnfl.  on  and  east  of  a  line  beglnnbig 
at  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
85  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  70.  thence 
east  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Virginia  within  an 
area  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
West  Virginla-Virginia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  Highway  250  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  220,  thence  south 
along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  Junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  39,  thence  east  along 
State  Highway  39  to  Jimctlon  UB.  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  east 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Jimction  U.S. 
Highway  29,  thence  south  al(mg  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  Junction  U.S.  Hishw^ 
501,  thence  south  along  UB.  Highway 
501  to  Junction  Virginia  Highway  24 
West,  thence  along  Virginia  Highwtq)  24 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thrice 
west  along  UB.  Highway  11  to  Junction 
Virginia  Highway  311,  thence  altmg  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  311  to  the  West  Virginia- 
Vlrginla  State  line,  and  thence  along  the 
Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line  to  the 
point  of  beginning.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E579).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CXIRPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Joe  CHyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vAicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  househedd  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Ckmunlssion,  commodities  in  bulk,  ctxn- 
moditles  requiring  special  equiinnent. 
and  those  Injvirious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  between  points  in  West 
Virginia  located  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Edghway  60,  (m  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  the  District  of  CTolumbia.  The 
purpose  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Lynchburg.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E580),  ffled 
May  13.  1974.  Awlicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box 
385.  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  * 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehic^ 
over  irregulm'  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  points  in 
Buscarawas'  County,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Am^ia,  Am¬ 
herst,  Appomattox,  Bedford,  Brunswig 
Buckinc^iam,  Campbell,  CarroU.  Char¬ 
lotte.  Chestwfi«9d,  Cumberland,  Din- 
wtddie.  Floyd,  Frankhn,  QremsvlDe, 
Hah  fax.  Henry,  Isle  of  Wl^t,  Lunen¬ 
burg,  Mecklenburg,  Nelson.  Nottoway, 
Patrick.  Pittsylvania,  Powhatan,  Prince 
Edward,  Prince  George,  Southampton. 
Surry,  Sussex  Counties,  Va.,  indudlng 
Independent  dties  bounded  by  the  above 


named  Counties,  and  Chesapeake,  Nan- 
aemond.  Newport  News,  Norfolk,  Princess 
Anne,  and  Virginia  Beach.  Va.  The  pur- 
poee  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Weirton,  W.  Va..  and 
Ijmdiburg,  Va, 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E581) .  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CCHIPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  885, 
CJoIIinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sousht  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur¬ 
niture,  between  points  in  Maryland  on  the 
eastern  shore  on  and  south  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Chesapeake  Bay 
and  extending  along  the  Nanticoke  River 
to  Maryland  Hishway  313,  thence  south 
along  Maryland  Highway  313  to  Junction 
Maryland  Highway  348,  thence  south¬ 
east  along  Maryland  Highway  348  to  the 
Maryland-Delaware  State  line,  thence 
al(»g  the  Maryland-Delaware  State  Une 
to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  an  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  pdnts  in  Georgia  ex- 
od)t  points  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
South  Carollna-C3eorgla  State  line  and 
extending  southwest  along  Gtoorgia 
Hiflhway  119  to  junctiem  UB.  Highway 
82.  to  junction  UB.  Highway  17.  to  jxme- 
tion  Georgia  Highway  38.  thence  south¬ 
east  along  Georgia  Highway  38  to  Saint 
Catherines  Sotmd  and  to  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
diminate  the  gateway  of  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E582) .  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  CUyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^de,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur¬ 
niture,  between  points  in  Ddaware  on 
and  south  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the 
Maxyland^Selaware  State  Une  and  ex¬ 
tending  east  along  Delaware  Highway  24, 
to  Junction  unnumbered  Highway  near 
Lowes  Croesroads.  DeL,  to  junctioii  Dela¬ 
ware  Hiehway  26.  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Georgia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  diminate  the  gateway  of  Pu¬ 
laski,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E583) ,  filed  May  13. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CX>RPORATTON,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUeant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
^  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
'  common  carrier,  hy  motor  vehicle,  over 
trregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur- 
ntture,  from  points  in  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  Maryland  on  and  north  of  a  Une 
beginning  at  the  West  Virglnla-Mary- 
land  State  Une  and  extending  along  the 
West  Vliglnla-MarylaDd  State  Uae  to  the 
Vfaoginia-liaryland  State  fine,  tbrace 
alODg  the  Vliglnia-Maryland  State  line 
to  the  VlrgiDla-Distriet  of  Columbia  line, 
tiience  southeast  along  the  Vhgiiila-OlB- 
trlct  ot  Columbia  Une,  to  JuxacUon  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  495,  thence  east  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  495  to  Jimction  Mary¬ 
land  Hlihway  4.  tiience  east  along  Mary¬ 
land  EDihway  4  to  junction  Maryland 
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east  along  Maryland  Highway  404  to  Highway  80  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  way  6  to  Jimction  Pennsylvania  High- 
junction  Maryland  Highway  313,  thence  n,  thence  northeast  along  U.S.  Highway  way  652,  thence  northeast  along  Penn- 
along  Maryland  Highway  313  to  June-  ii  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  sylvania  Highway  652  to  Junction  New 
tion  Maryland  Highway  317,  thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Junction  York  Highway  97,  thence  southeast  along 
along  Maryland  Highway  317  to  the  Pennsylvania  Highway  652,  thence  north-  New  York  Highway  97  to  Junction  New 
Maryland-Delaware  State  line,  to  points  east  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  652  to  York  Highway  52,  thence  northeast  along 
in  South  Carolina.  The  puipose  of  this  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line.  New  York  Highway  52  to  Junction  U.S. 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  thence  southeast  along  the  Pennsyl-  Highway  209,  thence  northeast  along 
Lynchburg,  and  Martinsville,  Va.  vania-New  York  State  line  to  the  Penn-  U.S.  Highway  209  to  Junction  New 

No,  MC  61825  (Sub  E584) ,  filed  May  13,  sylvania-New  Jersey  State  line  to  June-  York  Highway  213,  thence  east  aloi^ 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS-  Highway  202,  thence  southwest  New  York  Highway  213  to  junction  New 

F£!R  CORPORATION  P.O.  Box  385,  Col-  *^long  U.S.  Highway  202  to  Norristown,  York  Highway  32,  thence  north  along 
linsviUe,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  reprint-  *  thence  west  along  U.S.  Highway  422  New  York  Highway  32  to  jxmetion  New 
ative:  Joe  Clyde  TVilson  (same  as  above) .  to  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  thence  southwest  York  Highway  199,  thence  east  along 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com-  oJong  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  199  to  Junction  U.S. 

mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir-  Highway  15  (Business) ,  thence  southwest  Highway  44,  thence  northeast  along  U.S. 
regular  routes,  transporting:  New  far—  sloog  U.S.  Highway  15  (Business)  to  Highway  44  to  the  New  York-Connecticut 
niture  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  Junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  south-  State  line,  those  points  In  Ohio  on,  north, 
in  New  Jersey  and  Peiinsylvania  on,  w®st  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Penn-  and  east  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  West 
south  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  sylvania-Maryland  State  line,  thence  Virginia-Ohio  State  line  and  extending 
New  York-New  Jersey  State  ump  and  ex-  west  along  the  Pennsylvanla-Maryland  northwest  along  Ohio  Highway  60  to 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  202  to  Nor-  State  line  to  point  of  begiiming  and  Junction  Ohio  Highway  179,  thence  north 
ristown  Pa.,  thence  west  along  UB.  points  in  New  Jersey,  on  and  northwest  along  Ohio  Highway  179  to  Junction  Ohio 
Highway  422  to  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  thence  H.S.  Highway  202  and,  points  in  New  Highway  89,  thence  north  along  Ohio 
southwest  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  York  on  and  south  of  a  Une  beginning  Highway  89  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  15  Business,  to  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line  58,  thence  north  along  Ohio  Highway  58 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  south-  and  extending  along  New  York  Highway  to  Lorain,  Ohio,  thence  to  Lake  Erie  and 
west  along  UB.  Highway  15  to  the  Penn-  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  52,  those  points  in  the  lx>wer  Peninsula  of 
sylvania-Maryland  State  line,  to  points  thence  northeast  along  New  York  High-  Michigan,  on,  north  and  east  of  a  line 
in  South  Carolina,  The  purpose  of  this  ^ay  52  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  209,  b^inning  at  Lexington,  Michigan  and 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  thence  northeast  along  U.S,  Highway  209  extending  along  Michigan  Hi^way  90 
Martinsville,  Va.  to  Junction  New  York  Highvray  213,  to  Junction  Michigan  Highway  24,  thence 

thence  east  along  New  York  Highway  213  north  along  Michigan  Highway  24  to 
+  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  32,  thence  Junction  Michigen  Highway  46,  thence 

north  along  New  York  Highway  32  to  west  along  liflchigan  Highway  46  to  Junc- 
ITETR  TORPORA^ON,  P.O.  ^x  385,  Col-  junction  New  York  Highway  199,  thence  tion  Michigan  Highway  45. 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant  s  represent-  east  along  New  York  Highway  199  to  Thence  northwest  along  Michigan 
ative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilswi  (same  as  above)  junction  U.S.  Highway  44,  thence  north-  Highway  15  to  Junction  Michigan  High- 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  along  U.S.  Highway  44  to  the  New  way  25,  thence  west  along  Michigan 
carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  irregular  York-ConnecUcut  State  finp,  to  points  Highway  25  to  Junction  Interstate  High- 
routes,  transporting:  New  furniture,  from  south  (Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  way  75,  thence  northwest  along  Inter¬ 
points  in  Delaware  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina-South  state  Highway  75  to  Junction  Michigan 
beginning  at  the  Maryland-Delaware  Carolina  State  line  and  ext^iding  south  Highway  32,  thence  west  along  Michigan 
Stote  line  and  exten(^  i^ong  Del^are  along  U.S.  Highway  521  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  32  to  Junction  Michigan  High- 
Highway  14  to  Junction  Delaware  High-  Highway  15,  thence  south  along  U  S.  way  66,  thence  northwest  along  Michigan 

Delaw^  Highway  15  to  Junction  South  Carolina  Highway  66  to  Lake  Michigan,  and  those 
Highway  36  to  toe  Atlantic  Cteean,  to  Highway  303,  thence  south  along  South  Points  in  toe  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi- 
pomts  in  South  CwoUna  on  ^d  w^t  of  Carolina  Highway  303  to  junctiem  U.S.  a  Itoe  beginning  at  Lake 

a  Ihw  beginning  at  toe  North  Carol^-  Highway  17,  thence  southwest  along  U.S.  Michigan  and  extending  ^ong  Michi- 
^utoCMo^  State  toe  and  extendh^  Highway  17  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  21,  Highway  94  to  Junction  Michigan 
UB. J^hway  21  to  j^ction  U.S.  thence  southeast  along  U.S.  Highw^  21  Highway  28,  thence  west  along  Michi- 
^hway  321  thence  south  H.S.  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  The  purporo  of  Highway  28  to  Marquette,  Mich., 

^hway  321  to  Junction  ^uto  Carolina  •  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  toe  gatways  thence  to  Lake  Superior  and  those  points 

of  Pulaski  and  Martinsville,  Va.  in  West  Virginia  on  and  bounded  by  a 

Carolina  BUghway  119  to  toe  South  Caro-  line  beginning  at  toe  Viiginia-West  Vir- 

toa-Oeorgla  State  toe.  The  purpose  of  No.  MC  62825  (Sub  E587) ,  filed  May  13,  ghha  state  toe  and  extending  northwest 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  toe  gateways  1974.  Ai^licant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS-  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  Junction  U.S. 
of  Pulaski  and  Martinsville,  Va.  FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Highway  219,  thence  south  along  u!s. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E586) ,  filed  May  13,  Highway  219  to  Junction  West  Virginia 

1974  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS-  r^entetive.  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (s^e  as  Highway  15,  thence  west  along  West  Vir- 
OTRTO^SoN  P  O  tox  385  *  Aut^ty  sought  to  o^rate  as  a  ghua  Highway  15  to  Junction  West  Vir- 

cS5ns^Vva2M78  AnplicsSti  reo-  carrier,  hj  motw  vehicle,  over  ginia  Highway  20,  thence  north  along 

SSSve-  jSe  cSde  wSon^i2n?L  irregular  routes,  transporti^:  New  far-  west  Virginia  Highway  20  to  Junction 
resentauve.  Oiyae  wmon  isamc  as  niture,  from  those  points  in  New  York  u.S.  Highway  33  thence  west  along  US 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  and  Pennsylvania  on,  north  and  west  of  Highway  33  ^to  Wetion  West  '^ginia 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  a  toe  beginning  at  toe  Maryland-Penn-  Highway  47,  thence  west  along  West  Vir- 
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along  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line 
to  the  West  Virginia-Pennsylvanla  State 
line,  thence  along  the  West  Virglnla- 
Pennsylvania  State  line  to  the  West  Vlr- 
ginia-Maryland  State  line,  thence  along 
the  West  Virginia-Maryland  State  line 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  522,  thence 
south  along  U.S.  Highway  522  to  the 
West  Virginia-Virginia  State  line,  thence 
southwest  along  the  West  Virginia-Vir- 
ginia  State  line  to  the  point  of  beginning, 
to  points  in  South  Carolina.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Pulaski  and  Martinsville,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E588) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to' operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Tusca¬ 
rawas  County,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  except  points  in  Alexander,  Alle¬ 
ghany,  Akie,  Avery,  Buncombe,  Buike, 
Caldwell,  Catawba,  Cherokee,  Clay, 
Cleveland,  Davie,  Graham,  Haywood, 
Henderson,  Iredell,  Jackson,  McDowell, 
Macon,  Madison,  Mitchell,  Folk,  Rowan, 
Rutherford,  Surry,  Swain,  Transylvania, 
Watauga,  Wilkes,  Yadkin  and  Yancey 
Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Weirton, 
W.  Va.  and  Lynchburg,  Va.  • 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E589) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  CM- 
llnsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  tucky-Tennessee  State  line  at  Interstate 
common  carrier,  by  motOT  vehicle,  over  Hl«^way  65  and  extending  south  on  In- 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  terstate  Highway  65  to  junction  U.S. 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Guem-  BQ^way  41A,  thence  south  along  U.S. 
sey  County,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  Highway  41A  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
on  the  other,  points  in  Amelia,  Amherst,  231,  th^ce  south  along  U3.  Highway  231 
Appomattox,  Bedford,  Brunswick,  Buck-  to  the  Tennessee-Alabama  State  line. 
Ingham,  Campbell,  Charlotte,  Cumber-  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
land,  Dinwiddle,  Greenville,  Halifax,  Isle  the  gateways  of  points  in  Smyth  County, 
of  Wight,  Limenburg,  Mecklenburg,  Not-  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 
toway,  Pittysylvania,  Powhatan,  Prince  ^C  61825  (Sub  E597),  filed  May 

Edward,  Prince  George,  Roanoke,  South-  13^  1974  Applicant:  ROY  STGNE 

hampton,  Surry  wid  Sussex  Counties,  TRANSFER  CORPORA’ITON,  P.O.  Box 
Va.,  including  independent  Cities  in  the  335,  coUinsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
^ove  nam^  Co^tle^^d  Chesapeake,  representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
Nai^mond,  Norfolk,^mcess  Anne,  ^d  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
Virginia  ^ac^  Va.  The  purple  of  this  ^  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
ffling  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  /ur- 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lunchburg,  Va.  niture,  between  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E595) ,  filed  May  13,  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Vir- 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS-  ginia-North  Carolina  State  line  at  U.S. 
PER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Highway  220  and  extending  north  along 
Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre-  ^  Highway  220  to  junction  U.S.  High- 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  ^60,  thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway 

above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  sus  a  ^  junction  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence 

common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  south  along  U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Construe-  Virginia  Highway  668,  thence  south 
tion  materials,  machinery,  mine  supplies,  along  Virginia  Highway  668  to  junction 
glasstoare,  paper  products,  and  hardware,  Virginia  Highway  603,  thence  south  along 


restricted  against  the  transportation  of  Virginia  Highway  603  to  jtmctlon  U.S. 
commodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and  B  Highway  501,  thence  south  along  U.S. 


Explosives,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  Lawrence 
County,  Pa.,  within  50  miles  of  Steu^n- 


Highway  501  to  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  thence  west  along  the  Vir¬ 
ginia-North  Carolina  State  line  to  the 


ville,  <5hio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  Pobit  of  beginning,  and  Hrairy  County, 


other,  points  in  South  Carolina.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  points  in  Brooke  Coimty,  W.  Va., 
which  are  within  the  Steubenville,  Ohio, 
commercial  zone,  Clarksburg,  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.. MC  61825  (Sub  E596),  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Aw)Ucant:  ROY  STONE 


Va.,  (m  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kentucky  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kentucky-Indlana  State  line 
at  Kentucky  Highway  79  and  extending 
south  along  Kentucky  Highway  79  to 
jimcUon  Kentucky  Highway  54,  thence 
east  along  Kentucky  Highway  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  187,  thence  south 
along  Kentiicky  Highway  187  to  junction 


Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  TRANSFESt  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  Kentucky  Highway  70,  thence  west  along 


steel  products,  between  points  in  Wash-  385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
Ington  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
on  the  other,  points  in-  Campbell,  Char-  as  above) .  Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as 
lotto,  Halifax,  Mecklenburg,  Pittsylvania,  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
and  Prince  Edward  Counties,  Va.,  in-  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur~ 
eluding  Independent  cities  bounded  by  niture,  between  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
the  above  named  Counties.  The  purpose  bounded  by  a  line  beglimlng  at  the  Yir- 


Kentucky  Highway  70  to  junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  185,  thence  south  along 
Kentucky  Hlflhway  185  to  junction  U.S. 


a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Highway  31W,  thence  south  along  U.S. 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur-  Highway  31W  to  the  Kentucky-Teimes- 
niture,  between  points  in  Virginia  on  and  gee  State  The  purpose  of  this  filing 


of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lyiuhburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E590) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O,  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe.  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  Irregrilar  routes,  transporting:  Iron 


is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
glnla-West  Virginia  State  line  and  ex-  smyth  County  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 
tending  east  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to 

Junction  Virginia  EEighway  151,  thence  No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E598) ,  filed 
south  along  Virginia  Highway  151  to  May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 


^.S.  Highway  501  to  the  Virginia-North 


Belmont  County,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 

and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Campb^, 

T  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line  to 

Junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  north  Highway  1  to  junction  Virginia  Highway 

^  Highway  220  to  junction  Vlr-  208,  thence  west  along  Virginia  Highway 

6^  Highway  419,  thence  north  along  208  to  junction  UB.  Highway  522,  thence 

S  Virginia  Highway  419  to  junction  Vlr-  south  along  UB.  Highway  522  to  junction 

Highway  311,  tiience  north  along  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  west  along  U.a 

w  Virginia  Highway  311  to  the  Virginia-  Highway  60  to  junction  UB.  Highway  29, 

Va.,  and  Lynchbiug,  Va.  West  Virginia  State  line,  thence  north  thaice  south  along  UB.  Hlidiway  29  to 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E591) ,  filed  May  13,  along  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  junction  Virginia  Highway  668,  thoice 

1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS-  Une  to  the  point  of  beginning,  and  Henry  south  along  Virginia  Highway  668  to 


junction  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  south  TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
along  U.S.  mghway  29  to  junction  Vlr-  385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
glnla  Hlthway  668,  thence  southeast  representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
along  Virginia  Highway  668  to  jimction  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
Virginia  Highway  603,  thence  southeast  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
along  Virginia  Highway  603  to  junction  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur~ 
UB.  Highway  501,  thence  south  aloig  nifure,  between  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
U.S.  Highway  501  to  the  Virginia-North  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
CaroUna  State  Une,  thence  west  along  the  District  of  Columbia  Une  at  U.S.  Hlgh- 
Virglnia-North  Carolina  State  line  to  way  1  and  extending  south  along  U.S. 
junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  north  Highway  1  to  junction  Vlrgtoia  Highway 


Va.,  and  Lynchbiu^,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E591) ,  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPCMIATTON,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col- 


nighway  60  to  junction  UB.  Highway  29, 
thoice  south  Mong  UB.  Hlitoway  ^  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  668,  thmee 
south  along  Virginia  Hi^way  668  to 


County,  Va.,  on  the  one  himd,  and,  on  junction  Virginia  Highway  603,  thence 


UnsvlUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre-  the  otorar,  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  south  along  Virginia  Highway  60S  to 
sentatlve:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ken-  junction  UB.  Highway  501  to  the  North 
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to  Junction  UA  Highway  17,  to  the  Cape  and  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Fear  River,  tiience  south  alcmg  the  Cape  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line  and 
Fear  River  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  extending  south  along  n.S.  Highway  1 
along  the  diore  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  to  Junction  tT.S.  ffi^way  158,  to  j\mc- 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State  tion  UH.  Highway  15,  to  Junction  U.S. 
line,  thence  northwest  along  the  North  Highws^  70,  to  Junction  UJS.  I^hway 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line  to  64,  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  thence  north 
the  p(dnt  of  beginning,  to  points  in  Mis-  along  the  shore  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to 
sissippi  on  and  west  of  a  line  b^^lnning  the  Vii^inia-North  Carolina  State  line, 
at  the  Mlsslssin>l-IiOuisiana  State  line  thence  west  along  the  Virginia-North 
and  extending  along  UH.  Highway  80  to  Carolina  State  line  to  the  point  of  begin- 
Junction  UH.  Highway  61,  to  Junction  ning  to  points  in  Florida  on  and  south 
MOsslssippl  Highway  547,  to  junction  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
Mississippi  Highway  28,  to  Jimction  Mis-  and  extending  west  along  Florida  High- 
sisslpid  Highway  550,  to  Junction  U.S.  way  405  to  junction  Florida  Highway  50. 
Highway  51,  to  the  Mi^issippi-Louisiana  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  purpose  of 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Martins-  of  Martinsville,  Va.,  and  points  in 
ville,  Va.,  and  pcdnts  in  Georgia.  Georgia. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E602) ,  filed  May  No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E605) ,  filed  May  13, 

13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  1974»  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  PER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385, 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Aps^cant’s  r^ 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  resentative:  Joe  (]7yde  WUson  (same  as 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  shove) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ®  common  carrier ,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  irregular  routes,  transixrrting:  New  fur- 
furniture,  from  points  in  North  Carolina  niture,  from  points  in  North  Carolina  wr 
on,  east,  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  east  of  UB.  Highway  52  to  points 
at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line  in  Louisiana  on  and  west  of  a  Une  begin- 
and  extending  south  along  UB.  Highway  ning  at  the  Arkansas  -Louisiana  State 
52  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence  line  and  extending  south  along  Louisiana 
east  along  UB.  mghway  421  to  junctkm  Highway  33  to  junction  Louisiana  High- 
U.S.  Highway  311,  to  jimction  North  way  1^3,  to  junction  Louisiana  Highway 
Carolina  Highway  62,  to  Junction  North  3*  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  165,  to  Junc- 
Carolina  Hiihway  22,  to  Junction  North  tion  Louisiana  Hl^way  15,  to  junction 
Carolina  Highwy  42,  to  juncti<xi  North  U.S.  Highway  65,  to  junction  Louisiana 
Csunlina  Highway  87,  to  Junction  North  Highway  131,  to  Junction  Louisiana 
CJaiolina  Highway  210,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  to  Junction  Louisiana  High- 
Highway  421,  to  the  Cime  Ftear  River,  way  1,  to  Junctimi  Louisiana  Hi^way 
thence  south  along  the  Cape  Pear  River  to  junction  UB.  ffighway  61,  to  Junc- 
to  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  points  in  Mis-  tirni  Interstate  Hisdiway  10,  to  junction 
sissiM>L  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  I^ulslana  Highway  L  to  Junction  Loulsi- 
eUminate  the  gateways  of  Martinsville,  Highway  69,  to  Junction  Louisiana 
Va  and  ptrints  in  Gewgla.  Highway  70,  to  junctloh  UB.  Highway  90 

_  _ _  _  to  the  Lower  Atchafalaya  River,  to  the 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E603) ,  filed  May  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  purpose  of  this  fll- 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  jug  js  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Mar- 

TRANSPER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  tinsville,  Va.,  and  ptdnts  in  Gewgia. 

385.  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 

representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  ’ 

as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  ROT  STCWE  TRANS- 

as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  CORTORAT^N,  P.O.  ^x  385, 

t  ower  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicants  repre- 
L  /iSaS?^mpointeinNSth^lina  “ 

.  on  and  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  at>ove)  •  Aut^rtty  sought  to  o^te  as  a 
^  the  Virginia-NOTth  Carolina  State  line  common  carr^,  by  motOT  vdxlde,  wer 
■  and  extending  south  along  U.S.  Highway  routes,  traM^i^:Nc«) 

1  52  to  junction  UB.  Highway  421,  to  junc-  »«««  between  potots  to  North  Carrftaa 
i  tion  U.S.  Highway  311,  to  Junction  U.S.  ®  ^ 

1  Highway  70.  to  Junctiim  U.S.  Highway 
1  15,  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  158,  to  junc-  m 

8  tiii  U.S.  Highway  1,  to  the  North  Caro- 

!,  ^Virginto  Stote  line,  thence  west  ^  ^ 

^  S^rth  CarolinalVirginla  State 

herinnlnatoDototsta  Highway  117,  to  Jimction  North 

y  Carolina  Highway  133,  to  the  cape  Fear 

V.,andpolnUlna«>rgia.  toclS.  Ite  purpose  ol  ate  fiUlu  te  to 

le  No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E604);  filed  May  eliminate  the  gateways  of  lynchburr  , 
:e  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  Va.,  and  potots  in  Smyth  County,  Va. 

e,  T^NSPER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  no.  MC  61825  (Sub  E607) ,  filed  May  13. 

w  385,  CoUtosville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS - 
la  representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  PER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385, 
at  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre  - 
te  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  sentative:  Joe  Cfiyde  Wilson  (same  as 
S.  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur-  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
^4,  niture,  from  points  in  North  Carolina  on  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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irregular  routes,  transporting:  New  fiu*- 
niture,  between  pointis  In  North  Carolina 
on  and  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Cape  Fear  River  and  extending  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  133  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  117,  to  Junction  North 
Carolina  Highway  581,  to  Junction  North 
Carolina  Highway  39,  to  Jiinction  UH. 
Highway  158,  to  junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  501,  to  junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  55,  to  junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  210,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
401,  to  junction  North  Carolina  Highway 
210,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  to 
junction  North  Carolina  IHghway  133, 
to  the  point  of  beginning,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  m  the  other,  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  61,  to  junction 
Kentucky  Highway  88,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  31  E  to  the  Kentucky-Tennes- 
see  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Lynch- 
bvirg  and  Pulaski  and  points  in  Smyth 
Coimty,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  -  (Sub  E608) ,  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicadt:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  (Tollinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  CTlyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  between  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line 
at  n.S.  Highway  220  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  220  to  junction  North 
Carolina  Highway  770,  to  junction  North 
Carolina  Highway  87,  to  jimction  North 
Carolina  Highway  120,  to  junction  n.S. 
Highway  421,  to  the  Cape  Fear  River, 
to  the  Atlantic  (^ean,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Tennessee 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky-TCnnessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Tennessee  Highway  118  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  64,  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  45E,  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  18,  to  junction  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  125,  to  the  Mississippi- 
Tennessee  State  line.  The  piuix)6e  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Lynchburg  and  Smyth  County,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E609),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irr^ular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  between  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  North  Carolina-Virginla  State  line 
and  extending  along  North  Carolina 
Highway  62,  to  junction  North  CaroUna 
Highway  57,  to  junction  U.S.  highway 
158,  to  juncticm  US.  Highway  15,  to  junc¬ 
tion  North  Carolina  Highway  96,  to 
junction  North  Carolina  Highway  56, 
to  jimction  North  Candlna  Highway  39, 
to  junction  UJS.  Highway  264,  to  junc¬ 
tion  North  Carolina  Highway  581,  to 
junction  US.  Highway  70,  to  junction 


UB.  Hlfi^way  258,  to  the  New  River  at 
Jacksonville,  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  begln- 
nhig  at  the  Tennessee- Virginia  State  Ikie 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  25E  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highwi^  33,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Tennessee  Highway  61,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  27.  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  30,  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
127,  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  28, 
to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  27,  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  41,  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  72,  to  the  Tennessee- Ala¬ 
bama  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  elimiate  the  gateways  of 
Lynchburg  and  points  in  Smyth  County, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E610).  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  (Tlyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  from  points  in  North  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line  and 
extending  south  along  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  311,  to  juiM^tion  North 
Carolina  Highway  62,  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  70,  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to 
points  in  Alabama  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-Alabama 
State  line  and  extending  south  along 
UB.  Highway  231  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  Alt.  231,  to  jimction  UB.  Highway 
280,  to  junction  Alabama  Highway  49, 
to  junction  Alabama  Highway  120,  to 
junction  Alsd>ama  Highway  14,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Alabama  His^way  81,  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  29,  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  331,  thence  south  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  331  to  the  Alabama-Florida  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  Ihis  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Martinsville, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E611).  filed  May 
13,  1974.  AiH>licant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Ci^linsville,  Va.  24078.  Amilicant’s 
represmtative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  points  in 
Washington  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
mance,  Anson,  Bladoi,  Brunswick,  Ca¬ 
barrus,  Cartaret,  Caswell,  Chatham, 
Columbus,  Craven,  Cumberland,  Duplin, 
Durham,  Franklin,  Granville,  Greene, 
Harnett,  Hoke,  Johnston,  Jones,  Lee, 
Lenoir,  Mecklenburg,  Montgomery, 
Moore,  Nash,  New  Hanover,  Onslow, 
Orange,  Pender,  Person,  Randolph,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Robeson,  Sampson,  Scotland, 
Stanly,  Union,  Vance,  Wake,  Wayne,  and 
Wilson  Counties.  North  Carolina.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Welrton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E612),  filed  May 
13,  1974.  AwAkant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 


385,  Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  opiate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  points  in 
Monroe  County.  Ohio,  within  50  miles  of 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania  ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Beaver,  Fayette,  Greene, 
and  Washington  C^ounties.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gat^ay 
of  Weirton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  G1825  (Sub  E613) ,  filed  May  13. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col- 
linsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operaite  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Construc¬ 
tion  materials,  machinery,  mine  supplies, 
glassware,  paper  products,  and  hard¬ 
ware,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  cmnmodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A 
and  B  Explosives,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  points  in 
Butler  County,  Pa.,  within  50  miiP«  of 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  on  the  cme  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  South  Carolina. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Broi^e  County, 
W.  Va.,  which  are  within  the  Steuben- 
viUe,  Ohio,  ccmunercial  zone.  Clarksburg, 
and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E614) .  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col- 
UnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Construc¬ 
tion  materials,  machinery,  mine  supplies, 
glassuxire,  paper  products,  and  hard¬ 
ware,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  cmnmodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A 
and  B  Explosives,  and  those  requiring 
special  equiianent,  between  points,  in 
Beaver  County,  Pa.,  on  the  (me  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
Una.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Bnx^e  County,  W.  Va.,  which  are  with¬ 
in  the  SteubenviUe,  Ohio,  Commercial 
zone,  cnarksburg,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E615) .  filed  May  13, 
1974.  Aw>Ucant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col- 
UnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  opiate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Construc¬ 
tion  materials,  machinery,  mine  supplies, 
glassware,  paper  products,  and  hard¬ 
ware,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commixUtiee  in  bulk,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  and  those  requiring 
special  e<iuiixnent,  between  points  in  Al¬ 
legheny  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  otter,  points  in  South  C?aro- 
Una.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  ot  points  in 
Bnxdce  County,  W.  Va.,  which  are  with¬ 
in  the  SteubenviUe,  Ohio,  (xmunerclal 
zone.  Clarksburg,  and  Ljmchburg,  Va. 
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No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E616),  filed  May  13,  (7)  From  points  In  Ohio  on  and  east  equipment  and  supplies  used  or  useful  in 

1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS-'  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohlo-Weet  the  production  and  packing  of  metal  and 
PER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col-  Virginia  State  line  and  extending  along  clay  products,  and  building  stone,  struc- 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant's  repre-  U.S.  Hi^way  50  to  Junction  UJ3.  High-  tural  steA  and  heavy  machinery  and 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  way  33,  to  Junction  UH.  Hlidiway  23,  to  equijmient,  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  the  Ohio-Michlgan  State  line,  to  points  and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  in  Florida  east  of  the  Apalochlcola  lUver.  (1)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Construe-  (8)  Prom  points  In  Ohio  on,  north  and  west  of  UB.  Midway  219,  to  points  in 
tion  materials,  machinery,  mine  supplies,  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-West  South  Carolina  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High- 
glassware,  paper  products,  and,  hard-  Virginia  State  line  and  extending  along  way  1,  and  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
ware,  restricted  against  the  transporta-  Interstate  Highway  70  to  junction  Ohio  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic 
tion  of  commodities  in  bulk,  classes  A  and  Highway  13,  to  Jimction  Ohio  Highway  Ocean  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
B  explosives,  and  those  requiring  special  95,  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  30S,  to  1  to  Junction  Georgia  Highway  24,  to 
equipment,  between  points  in  Wetzel  junction  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Indiana-  junction  Georgia  Highway  22  to  the 
County,  W.  Va.,  within  50  miles  of  Ohio  State  line,  to  points  in  Virginia  on  Georgia- Alabama  State  line.  (2)  Prom 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  60.  ( 10)  Prom  those  points  in  Erie,  Warren,  McKean, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Berkeley,  Charles-  points  in  Ohio  on,  north  and  east  of  a  Crawford,  Venango,  Forest,  Elk,  Mercer, 
ton,  and  Georgetown  Coimties,  S.C.  The  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-West  Vir-  Clarion,  Lawrence,  Butler,  Arinstrong, 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  ginia  State  line  and  extending  along  In-  Allegheny,  Beaver,  Washington  and 
gateway  of  points  in  Brooke  County,  terstate  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S.  Greene  Counties,  Pa.,  which  are  on  and 
W.  Va.,  which  are  within  the  Steuben-  Highway  33,  to  jimction  Interstate  High-  west  of  U.S.  Highway  219,  to  points  in 
ville,  Ohio,  commercial  zone,  Clarksburg,  way  75  to  the  Ohio-Michigan  State  line.  North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  U.S.  ffigh- 
and  Lynchburg,  Va.  to  those  points  in  North  Carolina  and  way  1.  (3)  From  those  points  in  Jefferson, 

KTrv  rRnh  wQi  aipA  Anrii  28  South  Carolina  on  and  east  erf  U.S.  High-  Clearfield,  Indiana,  Cambla,  Somerset, 

io?A  1^4  TOC  way  1- (11>  Prom  points  in  Monongalia,  Gayette  and  Westmoreland  Counties, 

I n  W^’2^3  Hancock,  Harrison,  Pa.,  which  are  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High- 

in^nSove^’^rae  V  ^aJ^all,  and  Brooke  Counties,  way  219  to  points  in  North  Carolina  on 

^  ^£^e)  ^Sori^  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  52.  (4)  Prom 
Kentuc^.  Tenness^^  those  points  in  points  in  West  Virginia  north  and  west  of 

a  Ime  beginning  at  the  West  Virginla- 
Ohlo  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  119, 
to  the  West  Virglnia-Pennsylvanla  State 
line,  and  points  in  Ohio  on  and  east  of 
Ohio  Highway  60,  to  points  in  Georgia  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean  and  extending  along  U.S. 
to  eUmiMte  the  Highway  1  to  junction  Georgia  Highway 
**  24,  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  22,  to 

the  Georgia-Alabama  State  line,  and 
points  in  South  Carolina  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  1.  (5)  Prom  points  in  Ohio, 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  60,  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  39,  to  jimction  Ohio^  High¬ 
way  13,  to  Lake  Erie,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  1. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  66900  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOUFP 

TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  91,  Weyer 
Cave,  Va.  24486.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Harirfd  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118  N.  St. 
Asaph  St,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods,  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment,  articles  exceeding  20 
feet  in  length  or  6  feet  in  height,  or  7 
feet  in  width,  except  in  special  arrange¬ 
ments,  and  articles  requiring  refrigera¬ 
tion)  ,  between  Cumberland,  Md.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Virginia  within  80  miles  of  Staunton, 
Va.,  including  Staunton,  Va.,  but  exclud¬ 
ing  Roanoke,  Va.;  (2)  general  commodi¬ 
ties  (with  the  same  exertions  as  in  (I) 
above  and  except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
between  Cumberland,  Md.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 


lougnt  to  Oi^rate  as  a  comm^  carry^,  Carolina  and  South  Carolina  on  i 

)y  motOT  vehide,  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  1,  and  points  ( 

,ramportmg.  Al,  gre^e,  aM  >  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line  be-  ] 

jquipmenf  and  supplies  u^  or  i^f^  ginning  at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
In  toe  produi^ion  and  ^^ng  of  metal  state  line  and  extending  along  UJS.  High-  : 
ind  clay  producte  restrict^  to  the  pe-  j  ^  jimction  Georgia  Highway  24, 

trole^  products  Except  petrwhem-  junction  Georgia  Highway  22  to  the 
leals),  in  containers,  (1)  from  ^i^  in  Georgia- Alabama  State  line.  The  pur- 

Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High-  pQgg  this  ffling  1  '■  ‘ _ _ 

way  219,  to  pointe  in  Alabmna,  Rorida,  gateway  of  Congo  or  St;  Marys,  W,  Va. 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and  points  in 

Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin-  Ho.  MC  65941  (Sub  Ell) ,  filed  May  15, 
ning  at  toe  Georgia-South  Carolina  1974.  Applicant:  TOWER  LINES,  INC., 
State  line  »-nri  extending  along  U.S.  P<0.  Box  6010,  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003. 
Highway  1  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  Applicant’s  representative:  Geo.  V. 
24,  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  22  to  Thieroff  (same  as  above).  Authority 
the  Georgia-Alabama  State  line.  (2)  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
From  points  in  Erie,  Crawford,  Mercer,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
Lawrence,  Beaver,  Butler,  Clarion,  Ve-  transporting:  aluminum  sheets,  (except 
nango.  Forest  and  Warren  Counties,  Pa.,  commodities  requiring  special  equipment 
to  pirfnts  in  Virginia  north  and  east  of  or  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
a  line  beginning  at  toe  Atlantic  Ocean  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  219,  points 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  to  Ohio  on  and  east  of  Ohio  Highway  60, 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15  to  toe  Vir-  and  points  in  Monongalia,  Marion,  Tyler, 
ginia-Maryland  State  line,  and  toe  Dis-  Ohio,  Hancock,  Harrison,  Wetzel,  Mar- 
trict  of  Columbia.  (3)  From  points  in  shall,  and  Brooke  Counties,  W.  Va.,  to 
Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High-  points  in  Georgia  on  and  north  of  a  line 
way  219  (except  Fayette,  Somerset,  Cam-  beginning  at  the  Atiantic  Ocean  and  ex- 
bria,  Clearfield,  Westmoreland,  Indiana  tending  along  UB.  Highway  80  to  junc- 
and  Jefferson  Counties) ,  to  points  in  tion  U.S.  Highway  280,  to  toe  Georgia- 
Virginia  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  Alabama  State  line,  which  are  on  and 
60,  and  those  points  in  North  Carolina  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  toe  Atlantic 
and  South  Carolina  east  of  U.S.  High-  Ocean  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1.  (4)  From  points  in  Ashtabula,  way  1  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  24,  to 
Lake  Medina,  Georgia,  Trumbull,  Ma-  junction  Georgia  Highway  22,  to  toe 
honing,  Belmont,  Wayne,  Tuscarawas,  Georgia-Alabama  State  Une.  The  pur- 
Portage,  Carroll,  Jefferson,  Harrison,  Pose  of  this  filing  is  to  ^iminate  toe 
Summit,  Cuyahoga,  Columbiana  and  gateway  of  Dallas,  W.  Va.,  Greene,  Wash- 
Stark  CountiM,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Ala-  ington  or  Allegheny  Counties,  I^.,  and 
bama  and  Tennessee.  (5)  Prom  points  Fairmont,  W.  Va. 
to  Ashtabula,  TVumbuU.Mahonirig  and  HJC  65941  (Sub  E13) ,  filed  May  9, 

ColiTObiana  Coi^es,  Ohio,  to  I^tats  in  1974  Applicant:  TOWER  LINES,  INC., 
Kentucky.  (6)  ^ints  in  Ohio  on  p  Q  9919  wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003. 

^d  ewt  of  Ohio  ffighway  60  to  iw  nts  Applicant’s  representative:  George  V. 

?nrSSntetoJ3^r^asS?toS\%S  «  ^^ve).  Authority 

ginning  at  toe  South  Carolina-Georgia  ®  common  carrier. 

State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 
Highway  1  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  transporting:  oil,  grease,  paper,  roofing, 
22  to  toe  Georgia-Alabama  State  line.  metal  and  clay  products,  and  materials. 
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part  of  Virginia  (m  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  85  to  Petersburg,  Va.,  and  in 
and  south  of  Prince  George,  Sury,  James 
City,  and  York  Counties.  Va.  (Including 
Newport  News,  Hampton,  Norfolk,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Chesapeake,  Virginia  Beach,  Suf¬ 
folk,  and  Williamsburg,  Va.);  and  (3) 
general  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  conunodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  between  Hagerstown,  Md., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Virginia  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33  which  are  within  80  miles  of 
Staunton.  Va.,  including  Staunton,  Va., 
but  excluding  Roanoke,  Va.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  diminate  the  gate- 
ways  of  points  in  Virginia  which  are 
within  50  miles  of  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
within  80  miles  of  Staxmton,  Va.,  in  (1) 
above,  points  in  Virginia  within  50  miles 
of  Washington,  D.C.  and  within  80  miles 
of  Staunton,  Va..  and  points  in  Augusta 
County,  Va.,  in  (2)  above,  and  points  in 
Rockingham  County,  Va..  in  (3)  above. 

No.  MC  72243  (Sub-No.  E6).  filed 
February  3,  1975.  Applicant:  THE 

AETNA  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  350,  Warren,  Ohio  44482.  Applic^t’s 
representative:  Edward  Q.  Villalon,  l^te 
1032  Peimsylvania  Bldg.,  Pennsylvania 
Ave. 13th  Street,  NW..  Washington. 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron, 
steel,  and  iron  and  steel  canticles,  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipmoit,  between  pc^ts  in 
Alabama.  Arkansas,  K«itucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi  and  Tennessee,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  (A)  points 
in  Connecticut  and  Massadiusetts,  (Boyd 
County.  Eiy..  Lawrence  County,  Ohio  or 
Wayne  County.  W.  Va.,  and  New  York, 
N.Y.)  • ;  (B)  points  in  Delaware  Mary¬ 
land  and  New  Jersey  (Boyd  Ck>unty.  Ky., 
Lawrence  County,  Ohio  or  Wasme 
County.  W.  Va.,  and  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  within  150  miles  of  Phlladdphla)  *, 
restricted  in  (A)  and  (B)  above  against 
the  transportation  of  (1)  traffic  origiziat- 
ing  at  Anniston.  Birmingham,  Decatur, 
Gadsden,  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  or  points 
within  10  miles  thereof,  and  (2)  pipe, 

.  pipeline,  dope,  and  values  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  the  construction,  oper¬ 
ation,  repair,  maintenance,  servicing,  or 
dismantling  of  pipelines.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  72243  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
Febniary  3.  1975.  Applicant:  THE 

AETNA  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  350,  Warren,  Ohio  44482.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Edward  G.  Vil¬ 
lalon,  S\iite  1032  Penn.  Bldg.,  Penn.  Ave., 
b  13th  St..  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron,  steel,  and 
iron  and  steel  articles,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  Alabama. 


Arkansas.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  points 
In  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Bdghway  24.  and  points  in  E^entucky  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  41,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  West 
Virg^l^  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  and  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60,  restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  (1)  trsdfic  originating  at  Annis- 
tmi,  Birmingham,  Decatur,  Gadsden 
and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  or  points  within 
10  miles  thereof,  and  (2)  pipe,  pipeline 
dope,  and  valves  used  in.  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  construction,  operation, 
repair,  maintaaance,  servicing,  or  dis¬ 
mantling  of  pipelines,  including  the 
stringing  or  picking  up  of  pipe  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Boyd  County,  Ky.,  and  Wayne  Counties, 
W.Va. 

No.  MC  72243  (Sub-No.  E8) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3.  1975.  Applicant:  THE  AETNA 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2507  Youngs¬ 
town  Rd.,  BE.,  P.O.  Box  350,  Warren, 
Ohio  44482.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  G.  Villalon.  Suite  1032  Penn. 
Bldg.,  Penn.  Ave.,  Ii  13th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^icle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron,  steel,  and  iron  and 
steel  articles,  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Louisiana,  Kentucky,  Mississippi 
and  Tennessee,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Ftonsylvania  and 
New  York,  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  (1)  traffic  originating  at 
Anniston,  Birmingham,  Decatur,  Gads¬ 
den  and  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  or  points  with¬ 
in  10  miles  thereof,  and  (2)  pipe,  pipe¬ 
line  dope,  and  valires  used  in  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction,  opera¬ 
tion.  repair,  maintenance,  servicing,  or 
dismantling  of  pipelines.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Boyd  County,  Ky.,  and  Wasme  County, 
W.Va. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub  E98) ,  filed  July  31. 
1975.  AlVllcant:  J.  MILLER  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  2310  Grant  Budding.  Pittsburgh. 
Pa.  15219.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  M.  Mulroy  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  defined  by  the  Commis- 
sicm,  frmn  points  in  New  York  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Ontario,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
Lakeville,  N.Y.,  thence  along  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  Geneseo,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  63  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  408,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  408  to  jimction 
New  York  Highway  16,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  16  to  Glean,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  16A,  to  the 
New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line, 
thence  along  the  New  York-Pennsylvanla 
State  line  to  junction  US.  Highway  62, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  James¬ 
town,  N.Y.,  thence  alcmg  New  York  High¬ 
way  60  to  jimction  New  York  Highway  5, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  5  to 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  thence  along  the  Interna¬ 


tional  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  to  Lake  Ontario, 
thence  along  Lake  Ontario  to  the  place 
of  beginning  to  points  in  Illinois.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp., 
plant  site  at  Lackawanna,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub  E208).  filed 
July  31,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  MTTJiER 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  2310  Grant  Building, 
Pittsburgh.  Pa.  15219.  Applicant's  rep- 
resentative^  Thomas  M.  Mulroy  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transpmting: 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  from  points  in  New 
York  on,  north  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Lake  Ontario,  and  extending 
aloiv  US.  Highway  15  to  Lakeville,  N.Y., 
thence  along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  Geneseo,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  Yoric 
Highway  63  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  408,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  408  to  junction  New  York 
Ri^way  245,  thence  along  New  Yoih 
Highway  245  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  19A,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  19A  to  jimction  New  York  High¬ 
way  98,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  98  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
39.  thence  along  New  York  Highway  39 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence 
along  US.  Highway  62  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  39,  thence  along  New  Yoiic 
H^way  39  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  428,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  428  to  Silver  Creek,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  5  to  Lake  Brie 
to  points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.,  plantsite  at  Lac¬ 
kawanna.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub  E209).  filed 
July  31.  1975.  Apjdicant:  J.  MILLER 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  2310  Grant  Building, 
Pittsburgh.  Pa.  15219.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  M.  Mulroy  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  from  points  in  New 
York  on  or  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Lake  Ontario,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Hi^way  15  to  Lakeville,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Geneseo.  N.Y.,  thence  al(mg  New  York 
Highway  63  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  408,  thrice  along  New  Yoiic  High¬ 
way  408  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
16,  thence  along  New  York  Highway  16 
to  Olean,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  16A  to  the  New  York-Penn¬ 
sylvania  border  to  points  in  Indiana  on 
or  west  of  U.S.  Hi^way  41.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp., 
plant  site  at  Lackawanna,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub  B210) .  filed  July  31, 
1975.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219:  Apidicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  M.  Mulroy  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  arti- 
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cles,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  from 
points  in  New  York  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Ontario,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Lakeville,  N.Y„ 
thence  along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  20, 
to  Geneseo,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  63  to  Junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  408,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  408  to  Junction  New  York  16,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  16  to  Olean, 
N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
16A  to  the  New  York-Pennsylvania  Bor¬ 
der  to  points  in  Illinois  on  or  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ulinois-Wisconsin 
border,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  150,  thence  along 
UH.  Highway  150  to  Champaign,  HI., 
thence  along  UB,  Highway  45  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  57,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  57  to  the  Hlinots-Ken- 
tucky  border.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  Beth- 
Idiem  Steel  Oorp.,  plant  site  at  Lacka¬ 
wanna,  N.Y. 

No,  MC  78228  (Sub  E211) ,  filed  July  31, 
1975.  AppUcant:  J.  MILLER  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Thomas  M.  Mulroy  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  from 
Bradford,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  tiie  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp., 
plant  site  at  Lackawanna,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub  E212) ,  filed  July  31, 
1975.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  M.  Mulroy  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  from 
points  in  New  York  on  or  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Lake  Ontario,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  Lakeville,  N.Y., 
thence  along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  Geneseo,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  63  to  Junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  408,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
408  to  Jimction  New  York  Highway  16, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  16  to 
Olean,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  16A  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Border  to  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  or  north  of  a 
line  b^dnning  at  Lake  Huron,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  32  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  131,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highwt^  131  to  Junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  72,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
72  to  Lake  Michigan.  Hie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.,  plant  site  at 
Lackawanna,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub  E213).  filed  July 
31,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  MTTJiEIR  EIX- 
PRESS,  INC.,  2310  Grant  Building, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Hiomas  M.  Mulroy  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 


sion,  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  Una  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  n.S.  Highway  219  to  Junc¬ 
tion  n.S.  Highway  6,  thoice  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  62, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  the  New 
York-Pennsylvanla  State  line,  thence 
along  the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State 
line  to  the  place  of  beginning  to  points 
in  Illinois  on  or  west  of  U.S.  Highway  51. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  ehminate 
the  gateway  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp. 
plant  site  at  Lackawanna,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub  E214),  filed  July 
31,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  2310  Grant  Building, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  M.  Mulroy  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  from  points  in  New  York  boimded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Ontario, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Lake¬ 
ville,  N.Y.,  thence  along  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  Geneseo,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  63  to  Jimction 
New  York  Highway  408,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  408  to  Junction  New 
York  Highway  245,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  245  to  junction  Alternate 
New  York  Highway  19A,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  19A  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  98,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  98  to  Junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  39,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
39  to  junction  New  York  Highway  428, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  428  to 
Silver  Creek,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  5  to  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  thence 
along  the  New  York-Canadian  border  to 
Lake  Ontario,  thence  along  Lake  Ontario 
to  the  place  of  beginning  to  points  in  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.,  plant 
site  at  Lackawanna,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  83745  (Sub  E31) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  AppUcant;  BOND  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  4620  Rolling  Road,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
15236.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Lavelle,  2310  Grant  BuUding, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  restricted  so  that  the  load¬ 
ing  and/or  unloading  which  necessitates 
the  special  equipment  is  performed  by 
the  consignor,  or  consignee,  or  both,  be¬ 
tween  Allenport,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio  (except 
points  in  Belmont,  Harrison,  Jefferson 
and  Monroe  Counties),  and  points  in 
Maryland  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
522.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  ^im- 
inate  the  gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  its  Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  83745  (Sub  E34) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  AppUcant:  BOND  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  4620  Rolling  Road,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
15236.  AppUcant’s  representative:  WU- 
Uam  J.  LaveUe,  2310  Grant  Building, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  restricted  so  that  the  loading 
and/or  unloading  which  necessitates  the 
special  equipment  Is  performed  by  the 
consignor,  or  consignee,  or  both,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Washington 
County,  Pa.,  which  is  within  25  mUes  of 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  on  and  west  of  a  Une 
beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania -West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  and  extending  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  50  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  231,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  231  to  the  Greene 
Coimty,  Pennsylvania  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio 
on  and  west  of  Intemtate  Highway  75, 
and  points  in  Maryland  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  220.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  points  in  its  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  AppUcant:  DIRECT 

TRANSIT  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400,  NorthviUe,  Mich.  48167.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Roofing  and  roofing 
materials,  which  are  buUding  con¬ 
tractors’  materials,  from  those  points  in 
UUnois  on  and  north  of  a  Une  loginning 
at  the  Ulinois-Iowa  State  Une  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junc¬ 
tion  UUnois  Highway  17,  thence  along 
niinois  Highway  17  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
51  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  the  HUnois-Indiana  State  Une,  to 
points  in  Ohio.  The  puriiose  of  this  fiUng 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Whiting, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  AppUcant:  DIRECT 

TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400,  NorthviUe,  Mich.  48167.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  con¬ 
tractors’  materials,  from  Chicago 
Heights,  Bl.,  to  points  in  Ohio.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Gary,  Ind. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  AppUcant:  DIRECT 
TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  AppUcant’s 
reprtjsentative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400,  NorthviUe,  Mich.  48167.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  («)erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials,  restricted  to  facing  tUe 
and  fiooring  tile,  from  Kankakee,  Bl.,  to 
points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Indiana. 

No.  MC  100603  (Sub-No.  E32),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  AppUcant:  DIRECT 
TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Ai^Ucant’s 
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representatiTe:  Martin  J.  Leavitt.  P.O.  Smith  (Same  as  above).  Anthofltyioii^t  other,  polnti  In  Iowa 
Box  400.  NorthvlUe,  Mich.  48167.  Authcn*-  to  operate  as  a  common  carrtm.  mo-  Blihwmy  63.  The  pur 
Ity  sought  to  (g)erate  as  a  common  tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routed  trana-  to  dhninate  tbo  gat 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  porting:  Household  goods,  as  deflxied  by  Mol.  and  Albla.  Iowa, 
routes,  transporting:  itoo/tng  and \Roq/-  the  Commission,  between  potots  tnWor-  #< 

ing  materidts.  which  are  building  con-  Ida,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other. 
tractors’  materials.  fr«n  paints  in  Ohio  points  in  New  Hampshire.  The  purpoee 
to  those  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  minols-Iowa  of  New  York.  N.Y. 

State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 

Highway  34  to  junction  Illinois  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  17 
to  jimction  UB.  Highway  51.  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  51  to  junction  UB. 

Highway  6,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  6 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  30  to  the  Blinois- 
Indiana  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Whiting,  Ind. 


,  No.  MC  102298  (Sub-Nb.  E7),  filed  sought  to  operate  as  a  commow  oarrter, 
30.  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN  by  motor  vriiicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove,  transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de- 
Callf.  93950.  Apidlcant’s  r^Tresentative:  fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
K.  A.  Smith  (Same  as  above) .  Authority  in  Geon^  on  the  one  hand,  and,  <« 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts.  The 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de-  gateway  of  New  Yoiic,  N.Y. 
fined  by  the  Commission,  betwe^  points 
in  Florida,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York  on  and 
No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E2) ,  filed  east  of  New  YoA  Highway  14.  The  pur- 
May  30.  1974.  Aj^Ucant:  STAR  VAN  pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
LINES.  INC..  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove,  gateway  of  New  York.  N.Y. 

Calif.  M950.  AppUcant’s  repre^Uw  ^o.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E8) ,  filed  May 
K.  A.  S^th  (Same  as  above).  Authority  30,  1974.  AppUcant:  STAR  VAN  LINES. 

^ht  to  owrate  as  ueommM  carr^,  dtc..  p.o.  Box  669.  Pacific  Grove.  Calif! 
by  motor  vehicle.  over'hTeguto  rou^  93950.  Applicant’s  representative:  K.  A. 
trarw^rtl^:  HousOwld  go^.  as  de-  smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
Commission  betwera  potato  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
in  Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpoii- 
other.  potato  in  Connecticut.  The  purpose  jng:  Household  goods,  as  bTthe 

of  this  filing  is  to  eliintaate  the  gateway  SSnmlssion,  betoreen  poi^to  Fl^S. 
of  New  York,  N.Y.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed  Potato  in  New  Jersey  north  of  New  Jersey 
May  30,  1974.  Ai^llcant:  STAR  VAN  Highway  541  from  the  Poinsylvania- 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669.  Pacific  Grove,  New  Jersey  State  line  to  jimction  New 
cralif.  93950.  Aimlicant’s  representative:  Jersey  Highway  530,  thence  along  New 
K:  A.  Smith  (Same  as  above).  Auth<Hlty  Jersey  Highway  530  to  Seaside  Heights, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  N  J.  The  purpoee  of  this  filing  is  to  ellm- 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  taate  the  gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de-  No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed  May 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  potato  30.  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN  LINES, 
in  Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  inc..  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove,  Calif, 
other,  potato  in  Rhode  Island,  mie  pur-  93950.  Applicant’s  representative:  K.  A. 
po^  of  this  filing  to  to  eliminate  the  Smith  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y.  to  (merate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E4) ,  filed  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN  tag:  Household  poods,  as  defined  by  the 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove,  Commission,  between  points  in  Florida, 

Cftiif  93950.  Applicant’s  representative:  tae  (me  hand.  and.  cm  the  other. 

K.  A.  Smith  (Same  as  above) .  Authority  points  in  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  tato  filing  to  to  eUmtaate  the  gateways  of 
by  motor  v^iicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  I^sanon,  Mo.,  and  Albia,  Iowa, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de-  no.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  ElO),  fitod 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  potato  May  30,  1974.  i^pUcant:  STAR  VAN 
in  Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  anct  on  the  unes.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove, 

'^®  Calif.  93950.  Applicant’s  representative: 

tols  ^tag  to  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  k.  A.  Smith  (Same  as  above) .  Authority 
New  York,  N.Y.  soncht  to  ooerate  as  a  common  carrier. 


No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E14).  filed 
May  30.  1974.  AppUcant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove, 
Calif.  93950.  AimUcant’s  representative: 
K.  A.  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authorito 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  potato 
in  Georgia,  (m  the  oas  harxi.  and,  an 
the  other,  potato  in  Rhode  Idand.  The 
purpose  oS.  this  filing  to  to  elimtaate  the 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E15).  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES,  INC..  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove, 
Calif.  93950.  AimUcant’s  representative: 
K.  A.  &nlth  (same  as  above) .  Authorito 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
tran^rting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  potato 
in  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  aa 
the  other,  potato  in  Matae.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  to  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  New  York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E16).  filed 
May  SO.  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES,  INC..  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove. 
CaUf.  93950.  Aimlicant’s  representative: 
K.  A.  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
scmght  to  (merate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  CTtmuntoslon.  between  potato 
in  Georgia,  cm  the  one  band.  and.  on  the 
No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed  othtf.  pointo  in  Vermont  The  purpose 
[ay  30.  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN  of  this  fUtng  to  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
INES,  me.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove,  of  New  York.  N.Y. 

MMO.  AppUcant’s  representatiT^:  jjq  102298  (Sub-Na  E17),  filed 

.  A^S^th  (8am®asabov®).Autho^  May  90,  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN 
)ught  to  operate  as  a  common  earner,  T.Tiiigft  mc.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Padfle  Grovow 
r  mot^vehl(^,  ovwr  hregular  routo,  csM.  93950.  AppUcant’s  repreaentattve: 
ansportii^:  Household  goods,  as  de-  Smith  (same  as  above).  Aothoitty 
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transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  tbe 
other,  points  in  New  Hampshire. ,  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove, 
Calif.  93950.  Applicant’s  representative: 

K.  A.  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  York  on  and 
east  of  a  line  begimilng  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  jimction 
New  York  Highway  57,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  57  to  Oswego,  N.Y.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  AiH>licant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  ]^x  669,  Pacific  Grove, 
Calif.  93950.  Applicant’s  representative: 
K.  A.  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and  north 
of  New  Jersey  Highway  33.  ’ITie  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  !^x  669,  Pacific  Grove, 
Calif.  93950.  Applicant’s  representative: 
K.  A.  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  North  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts. 
’The  pmrpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove, 
Calif.  93950.  Applicant’s  representative: 
K.  A.  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  North  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut.  ’The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  102298  (Sub-No.  E22).  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  STAR  VAN 
LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  669,  Pacific  Grove, 
Calif.  93950!  Applicant’s  representative: 
K.  A.  Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^de,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  North  Caixdlna,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Rho^e  Island. 


Hie  purpose  of  ttils  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  d  New  YotIE,  N.Y. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robebt  Ij.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28166  FUed  10-17-75;  8:45am] 


[Arndt.  No.  1  to  I.C.C.  Order  No.  149,  imder 
Bev.  8.0.  No.  994] 

WESTERN  MARYLAND  RAILWAY  CO. 
Rerouting  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  149  (WM) ,  and  good  cause  ap¬ 
pearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  ’That: 

I.C.C.  Order  No.  149  be,  and  it  is  here¬ 
by,  amended  by  sustltuting  the  follow¬ 
ing  paragraph  (g)  for  paragraph  (g) 
thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  November  15, 1975, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11:59  pm., 
September  29,  1975,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  aU  railroads  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  cm:  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement, 
and  upon  the  American  Short  Line  Rail¬ 
road  Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  29,  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce, 
Commission, 

[seal]  Lewis  R.  ’Teeple, 

Agent. 

[FB  Doc.76-28172  Filed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  889] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

October  15, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as  pres¬ 
ently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  of 
the  Commission.  An  alt^pt  will  be  made 
to  publish  notices  of  csmcellation  of 
hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  in¬ 
terested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
st^  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

MC  67460,  Sub  62,  PeterUn  Cartage  Ck>.,  now 
being  assigned  December  9,  1976,  (2  days) , 
at  Chicago,  Illinois,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC  129629  Sub  7,  Thruway  Messenger  Service, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  NovenU>er  6,  1975  at 
Newark,  New  Jersey,  is  canceled  and  reas¬ 
signed  on  November  5,  1975,  (3  days)  at 
White  Plains,  New  York,  in  the  White 
Plains  Hotel,  S.  Broadway  &  Lyon  Place. 


MC  8214  Sub  3,  Port  Jersey  Transportation, 
now  assigned  November  3,  1975,  at  New 
Y<M:k,  New  York;  will  be  held  in  Boom  A- 
238  UB.  Court  of  Claims,  26  Federal  Plaza. 
MC  113362  Sub  283,  Ellswc^h  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  fuslgn^  November  4,  1975,  at 
New  York,  New  York;  will  be  held  in  Room 
A-238  UB.  Court  of  Claims,  26  Federal 
Plaza. 

MC  112801  Sub  171,  Transport  Service  Co., 
MC  116273  Sub  193,  D.  &  L.  Transport,  Inc., 
and  MC  119777  Sub  317,  Ligon  Specialized 
Hauler,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  Decem¬ 
ber  9,  1976  (2  days),  at  Chicago,  lUlnois, 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  123872  Sub  40,  W.  &  L.  Motor  Lines,  Inc., 
now  assigned  November  3,  1976  at  Wichita, 
Kansas,  is  canceUed  and  appUcation  dis¬ 
missed.  No.  36095,  Investigation  Into  Law¬ 
fulness  of  Off-Line  Limitations  Placed  on 
Non-Assigned  Hopper  Cars  now  being  as¬ 
signed  for  Continued  hearing  on  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1976,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
MC  114632  Sub  81,  Apple  Lines,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  December  11,  1975  (2  days) , 
at  Chicago,  Illinois,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

I.  &  SM.  2874,  General  Increase,  CB.M.FB. 
and  I.  &  S.M.  28743  Sub  1,  Increased  Rates- 
Mlssouri-Hlinois  Traffic  Services,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  November  6,  1975,  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  is  postponed  until  December  17,  1976, 
at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  106920  Sub  69,  Riggs  Food  Express,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  December  8,  1975  (2 
days) ,  at  Atlanta.  Ga.  In  a  hearing  room  to 
be  designated  later. 

MC  104004  Sub  180,  Associated  Transport, 
Inc.  Extenslon-T.V.A.  Power  Plan,  now  as¬ 
signed  November  17,  1975,  at  New  York, 
New  York;  will  be  held  In  Room  238  Court 
Room  A,  26  Federal  Plaza. 

MC-P-12431,  Akers  Motor  Lines,  Incorpor¬ 
ated — Control — ^P.  &  K.  Transportation, 
Inc.,  and  MC  72442  Sub  45,  Akers  Motor 
Lines,  Incorporated,  now  assigned  Nov«n- 
ber  19,  1976,  at  New  York.  New  York;  will 
be  held  in  Rocnn  238  Court  Room  A,  Court 
of  Claims,  26  Federal  Plaza. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-28168  FUed  10-17-76;8:46  am] 


[I.C.C.  Order  No.  150  under  Rev.  S.O.  No.  994] 

ERIE  LACKAWANNA  RAILWAY  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

In  the  (qjlnion  of  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Agent,  the  Erie  Lackawanna  Railway 
Company,  Thomas  F.  Patton  and  Ralph 
S,  ’Tyler,  ’Trustees  (EL)  is  unable  to 
transport  traffic  over  its  line  between 
Northumberland,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Pittston,  Pennsylvania,  becav[se  of  high 
water  and  flooding. 

It  is  ordered,  ’That: 

(a)  Reroiiing  traffic.  ’The  EL  being 
unable  to  transport  traffic  over  its  line 
between  Northumberland,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Pittston,  Pennsylvania,  because  of 
high  water  and  flooding,  that  line  is 
hereby  authorized  to  reroute  or  divert 
such  traffic  via  available  route.  Traf¬ 
fic  necessarily  diverted  by  authority  of 
this  order  shall  be  rerouted  so  as  to  pre¬ 
serve  as  nearly  as  possible  the  participa¬ 
tion  and  revenues  of  other  carriers  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  original  routing. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
he  obtained.  ’The  railroad  desiring  to  di- 
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vert  or  reroute  trafSic  imder  this  order 
shall  receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  Is  to  be 
diverted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerouting 
or  diverslcm  is  order^ 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  divert{ed 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the  new 
routing  provided  xmder  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  on  Uie  shipments 
as  originally  routed.  ^ 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
Involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
cmitracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Divisions 
Shan  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  volimtarlly  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Conuni^lon  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shaU  be¬ 
come  effective  at  2  p.m.  September  29, 
1975. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.  October  4,  1975,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shaU  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion  as  agent  of  aU  railroads  subscrffiing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under,  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September 
29,  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.76-28169  Filed  10-17-75;8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
REUEF 

October  15,  1975. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  becm  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
roiulrements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  Intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica- 
'  tlon  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
w^  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  November  4, 1975. 


FSA  No.  A3062— Joint  Water-RaU  Con- 
tainer  Rates — SeatrcUn  hUemaUonal, 
SA.  Filed  by  Seatrain  Intematl<mal, 
3A.  (No.  WEE-12) .  for  Itself  and  Inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  general  cmn- 
modltles,  between  rail  terminal  In  Lake 
Charies,  Louisiana,  and  European  ports 
and  terminals. 

Grounds  for  relief — ^Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs — Seatrain  International,  SJL., 
tariffs  I.C.C.  Nos.  9, 10. 11, 12, 13  and  14. 
Rates  are  published  to  b^ome  effective 
on  November  13, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28167  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 


lAB  103] 

KANSAS  CITY  SOUTHERN  RAILWAY  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Line 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  In 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  Is  available  to 
the  public  upon  requests;  and 
It  appearing.  That  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  Issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  UB.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  gen¬ 
eral  circulation  in  Jefferson  County, 
Texas,  on  or  before  October  28, 1975,  and 
certify  to  the  Commission  that  this  has 
been  accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this 
order  and  the  attached  notice  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  for 
public  inspection,  and  by  delivering  a 
copy  of  the  notice  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to 
interested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  October,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Kansas  Crrr  Soxtthxbn  Railway  (Company 
Abandonment  in  Port  Abtbvk,  OsmiNG 
Park,  and  Lakeview,  Jefferson  County, 
Texas 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gtves  notice  that  by  order  dated 
October  8.  1975,  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  abandcmment  by  the  Kansas 
City  Southnm  Railway  Company  of  its  line 
of  railroad  in  Port  Arthur.  Orifflng  Park,  and 
Lakeview,  all  in  Jefferson  (Tounty,  Tex.,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  3.31  mUes,  if  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  does  not  constitute  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 


the  human  environment  wtthln  the  meaning 
of  the  National  tevlionmental  Policy  Act  of 
1960  (NEPA) .  42  UJ9.0.  482L  et  seq..  and  that 
preparation  of  a  detailed  envlmtimetrtal  Im- 
paet  statMuent  will  not  be  required  under 
section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  Impaota  of  the  proposed 
action  wlU  not  be  significant  beoause  no 
traffic  has  moved  over  the  line  since  S^item- 
bw  1974,  alternative  rail  access  is  available 
through  the  Orifflng  team  track,  and  there 
are  no  developmental  plans  dependent  upon 
continued  raU  service  over  the  Une. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an  en¬ 
vironmental  threshold  assessment  survey, 
which  is  available  on  request  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Washington.  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-7966. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  in  writing 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.,  20423,  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1976. 

This  negative  environmental  determination 
ShaU  become  final  unless  good  and  sufficient 
reason  dMnonstrating  why  an  environmental 
impact  statement  should  be  prepared  tar  tut" 
action  is  submitted  to  the  Commission  by 
the  above-specified  date. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28173  Fnied  10-17-75:8:46  am] 


[AB  12  (Sub-No.  18)  ] 

SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORTATION 
CO. 

Abandonment  of  Line 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  envhxmmental  thre^cdd 
assessment  survey  which  is  available  to 
the  public  upon  request;  and 
It  appearing.  That  no  environmental 
Impact  statement  need  be  Issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  enviitmment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  ITiat  applicant  be.  and  it 
is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newsptqier  of  general 
circulation  in  Colorado  County,  Texas, 
on  or  before  October  28, 1975,  and  certify 
to  the  Commission  that  this  has  been 
accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this 
order  and  the  attached  notice  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
for  public  inspection,  and  by  delivering  a 
copy  of  the  notice  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  FMeral  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  October,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 
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SOTJTHBKN  PACOTC  TBAWSPOITATTOH  OOMPAITT 
ABAintOirafENT  DAIWBBR  ALTAH  Am)  WTiIW, 

inOolmabo  COOHTT,  TteAS 

The  Inteistate  -Commeroe  Oommiirton 
hereby  gives  noUae  that  by  cmler  dated  Oo- 
tober  8. 107S,  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
proposed  abandonment  by  the  Southern  Bi^ 
clflc  Tranapodrtatlon  Ccunpany  of  Its  line  of 
railroad  between  Altalr  and  Helms.  In  Ook>> 
rado  County,  Tea„  a  dlatanne  of  9J02  miles,  tf 
approved  by  the  Commlaaion.  doss  not  <xm- 
stltute  a  major  Federal  actkm  slgnlllcantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  within  the  mfianlng  of  the  National 
Envlrcmmental  Policy  Act  of  1069  (NHPA)„ 

42  CH.C.  4321,  et  seq„  and  that  preparation 
of  a  detailed  envinmmental  ImpacA  state¬ 
ment  will  not  be  required  under  section  4332 
(3)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  Impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  are  not  considered  sign tfl cant  because 
no  trafllc  h**  moved  over  the  line  since  No¬ 
vember  1974.  and  there  Is  no  Identifiable  de¬ 
mand  for  future  service,  no  dlverslmi  of  traf¬ 
fic  from  rail  to  motcur  carrier  will  occur,  and 
there  are  no  development  plans  or  land  use 
policies  In  the  tributary  territory  which  are 
dependent  on  the  avallahillty  of  rail  service. 
The  prcqierty  coa[4>rlslng  the  right-of-way 
will  revwt  to  adjoining  land  owners  \ipoii 
abandonment. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an  en- 
vlronmental  threshold  assessment  survey, 
vdilch  Is  available  on  request  to  the  IntMr- 
state  Commeroe  CommlsslMi,  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-7966. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  in  writing 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  CommlsBion. 
Washington,  D.C.  20tt8,  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  4. 1975. 

This  negative  environmental  determlna- 
tloa  become  final  unleas  good  and  suf- 
fiolent  reason  demonstrating  why  an  «ivl- 
ronmental  Impact  statement  Should  be  pia- 
pared  for  this  action  Is  submitted  to  the 
OommlsslaQ  the  above-specified  date. 

[SBAI,]  Bobxrt  L.  OSWAU), 

Seentarf. 

[FB  Doc.75-28176  FUed  10-17-75:8:45  am] 
[AB  108] 

TEXAS  EXPORT  RAILROAD  Ca 
AbandonnMfit  of  UfM 

Upon  consideration  erf  the  record  In 
the  abave-enUtJed  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  is  available  to 
the  puhUc  upon  request;  and 

It  appearing.  That  no  environmental 
Impact  statement  need  be  Issued  hi  this 
procecKilng  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represoit  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificant^  affecting  the  guaUty  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Katlonal  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1M9.  42  UJS.C.  4321.  et  seq.;  and 
l]eod  cause  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and 
It  Is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  In  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  In  Wise.  Jade,  and  Young 
nmmtiiw,  Texas,  on  ar  before  October  28, 
1075  and  certify  to  the  Commission  that 
this  has  been  accomplished. 


And  Is  imVter  ordered.  That  notice 
dl  VfiB  todhig  Shell  he  given  to  the  gen- 
<ena  pilHlIe  lay  fiegiodting  a  copy  of  this 
order  «dA  4he  attached  notice  in  the 
OQloe  of  the  Becretary,  Interstate  Com- 
merceCommlBBlon.  Washington,  D.C.,  for 
pidaiUc  inspection,  and  by  delivering  a 
copy  of  the  notice  to  the  DirectcMr,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
In  the  Fboxral  Register  as  notice  to 
Interested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  October,  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Texas  Export  Raiuoad  Compant  Abandon¬ 
ment  or  OvraATioNS  Between  Bridgeport 
AND  Oraham,  in  Wise,  Jack,  and  Young 
Counties,  Texas 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  nottoe  that  by  order  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  8,  1975,  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  pre^Kwed  abandoxunent  of  operations  by 
the  Texas  Eiqxnt  Railroad  Company  over  a 
line  of  railroad  between  Bridgeport  and  Ora- 
ham.  In  Wise,  Jack,  and  Young  Counties, 
Tex.,  a  dlstaxioe  of  5424  miles.  If  approved  by 
the  Commladon.  does  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  rtgniflcantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  within  the 
moaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
PoUcy  Act  of  1968  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321. 
et  seq..  and  that  pr^aratlon  of  a  detailed 
environmental  Impact  statement  will  not  be 
required  under  section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the 
NEPA. 

It  was  ooneiudsd.  among  other  things,  that 
the  environmental  lnq>acts  of  the  proposed 
action  are  not  eonaldeied  significant  because 
traffic  Is  no  longer  inovlng  ov«r  the  line,  hav¬ 
ing  been  prevlouBly  diverted  to  motor  car¬ 
riers  and  no  development  plane  exist  which 
are  dependent  on  the  oontinnatlon  of  rail 
operationa. 

Tbla  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmental  tlireehold  assessment  survey, 
which  Is  available  on  requeet  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Oommiselon.  Office  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings.  Washington.  D.C.  20423;  telephone 
202-343-7968. 

Intnrested  peraons  may  oomment  on  this 
matter  by  RUug  their  statements  In  writing 
with  tbs  IntSBState  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  DXi.  20423,  on  or  before  Novem- 
l>er  4. 1975. 

This  negative  environmental  determina¬ 
tion  Ahidi  become  final  unlees  good  and  suf¬ 
ficient  reason  demonstrating  why  an  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statement  should  be  pre¬ 
pared  for  thi«  action  is  submitted  to  the 
Oommlaslon  by  above-specified  date. 

[SEAL]  Bobebt  It.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-28174  Filed  10-17-76;8:46  am] 

{Zx  Parte  No.  Ml.  Bole  19*.  9th  Rev. 
Zxraiptlon  No.  99] 

UNITED  STATES  RAILROADS 

HOHzafSonqir  PMnQondoias, 
Mandatory  Car  Service  Etomption 

It  appearing.  That  the  UB.  railroads 
own  numerous  plain  gondedas  less  than 
<61  ft.;  that  under  present  conditions, 
there  are  substantial  surpluses  of  these 


cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car  owners;  that 
return  of  these  cars  to  the  car  owners 
would  result  in  their  being  stored  Idle  on 
these  lines;  that  such  cars  can  be  used  by 
other  carriers  for  transporting  traffic  of¬ 
fered  for  shipments  to  points  remote 
from  the  car  owners;  and  that  compli¬ 
ance  with  Car  Service  Rides  1  and  2  pre¬ 
vents  such  use  of  plain  gondolas,  result¬ 
ing  in  unnecessary  loss  of  utilization  of 
such  cars. 

It  is  ordered,  Ihat  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  gondola  cars  described  in  the 
Official  Ridlway  Elquipment  Register, 
I.C.C.  R.E.R.  No.  396,  issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezlse,  or  successive  Issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designation  "GA”, 
*‘GB”,  “GD”,  “GH”,  “GS”  and  “GW”, 
which  are  less  than  61  ft.  0  In.  long,  and 
which  bear  the  reporting  maiirs  ass^n^ed 
to  United  States  Railroads,  diall  be  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  provisions  of  Car  Service 
Rides  1(a),  2(a),  and  2(b).  <See  Excep¬ 
tions  1, 2  and  3) 

Ibcception  1;  This  exemption  does  not 
supersede  United  States  customs  regtds- 
thms  applicable  to  can  owned  Cana¬ 
dian  or  Mexiem  railroads. 

Exception  2:  This  mmptlon  shall  not 
apply  to  cars  subject  to  service  orders  Is- 
su^  by  the  Intentate  Commeroe  Com¬ 
mission  or  to  Directives  issued  by  the  Car 
Service  Division  of  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  restricting  the  use 
of  designated  oars. 

Exception  3:  This  exemption  shall  not 
apply  to  plain  gondola  cars  owned  by  the 
rallreads  named  below: 

The  Central  Railroad  Oconpany  of  New  Jersey, 
Robert  D.  Tlmpany,  Trustee 
Reporting  Marks:  ONJ 
norlda  East  Coast  Banway  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  TBC 
*  (^wnd  Trunk  Western  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  OTW 
Ihe  Kansas  City  SouthM-n  Railway  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  KCS 
minols  Terminal  RaflroBd  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  ITC 
Louisiana  &  Arkansas  Railway  Conqsany 
Reporting  Marks:  LA 
Maine  Central  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  MEC 
liflaBourl-Ranssa-Texas  Railroad  Cmnpany 
Reporting  Marks:  BKTY-MKT-MKTT 
Penn  Central  Tran^xartatlon  Company  (Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Blanchette.  Richard  C.  Bond  and 
John  H.  McArthur.  Trustees) 

Reporting  Marks:  PC-PBR-NYD 
Richmond,  Fredericksburg  and  Potomac  Rail¬ 
road  Company 
Reporting  Maiks:  RFP 
Dnicm  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  DP 

Effective  October  10, 1975. 

Expires  November  30. 197S. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  1, 
1975. 

iNTMtSMTE  CommKffi 
COMMZSSIQN, 

[SEAL]  R.  D.  I^mxsR, 

Agent. 

*  Addition. 

[FR  Doc.75-2ei71  FQed  18-17-75:8:45  am] 
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[I.C.C.  Order  No.  149  Under  Rev.  S.O.  No.  944] 

WESTERN  MARYLAND  RAILWAY  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Agent>  the  Western  Maryland  Railway 
Ccmipany,  (WM)  is  unable  to  transport 
traffic  over  its  lines  east  of  Hagerstown, 
Maryland,  because  of  high  water  and 
flooding. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic.  The  WM  being 
unable  to  transport  traffic  over  its, lines 
east  of  Hagerstown,  Maryland,  because 
of  high  water  and  flooding,  that  line  is 
hereby  authorized  to  reroute  or  divert 
such  traffic  via  any  available  route. 
Traffic  necessarily  diverted  by  authority 
of  this  order  shaU  be  rerouted  so  as  to 
preserve  as  nearly  as  possible  the  partici¬ 
pation  and  revenues  of  other  carriers 
provided  in  the  original  routing.  . 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  desiring  to 
divert  or  r»oute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be 


NOTICES 

diverted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerouting 
or  diversion  is  order^. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each 
carrier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the  new 
routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  on  the  shipments 
as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  c(xnmon  carriers 
Involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangonents 
now  exist  between  th^  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers:  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  diversions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
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flxed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinaat  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f )  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  4:30  p.m.,  Septon- 
ber  26.  1975. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m..  September  29, 1975, 
unless  otherwise  modifled,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
imder  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  flled  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  26. 1975. 

IXTERSTATE  COMHXSCI 
ComassioN, 

[SEAL]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Ag^. 

[FR  Doe.75-28170  FUed  10-17-76;8:45  am] 
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